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AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, 

18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON. 

“ESTABLISHED 1844, | 


EQUITY 


BONUS, 1889. 


Valuation made on very stringent basis. 

Bonus declared equivalent on the average to an addition of £2 12s. per 
cent. per annum on the sum assured, or £2 4s. on sum assured and 
previous bonuses. 














PREMIUM INCOME .- £186,842 
ASSETS ose coe exe ove w+» £2,315 035 
EXPENSES OF MANAGEMENT... £9,912 





Whole World Policies granted free of charge in most cases. 

Lapsed Policies Revived on very e:sy terms, 

Reversions Purchased. 

Full information will be given on application to 

G. W. BERRIDGE, Actuary ard Secretary. 


THE ANGLO-ARGENTINE BANK, LIMITED. 











AUTHORIZED CAPITAL, £1,000,000. 
SUBSCRIBED, £500,000. PAID-UP, £250,000. 


With power to increase. 
HEAD OFFICE: 15, NICHOLAS LANE, LONDON, EC. 








Bankers—Messre. MARTIN & OO. 
Offices at Buenos Ayres-486, PIEDAD. 


Deposits received at the London Office for fixed periods, at rates of interest 


to be ascertained on application. 

The present rates are 44 per cent. for one year, 5 per cent, for two or three 
years. 
Letters of Credit, Bills of Exchange, and Cable Transfers issued. 

Bills payable in the Argentine Republic negotiated, advanced upon, or sent 


tion. 
tet EDWARD ARTHUR, Manager. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 








ESTABLISHED OVER HALF CENTURY. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 








FREE, 
SIMPLE, 


TOTAL ASSETS, £ 2,372,277. 


TRUSTERS, 
The Right Hon, Lord HALSBURY, The Lord Chancollor 
The Right Hon, Lord COLBRIDG#, The Lord Chief Juatice. 
Tho Hon. Mr, Justice KEKE WIOH, 
Sir JAMES PARKER DEANB, Q0.,, D.O.L, 
FREDERICK JOHN BLAKE, Haq. 
WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Leg 
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LONDON, JUNE 28, 1890. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tuere Is no news yet of sny rules under the Lunacy Act, 1890, 
and the uncertainty of practice to which we referred a fortoight 
ago remains to perplex practitioners. No doubt, under section 
338 (5), subject to any rules made under that section, “the 
existing rules shall, so far as applicable, continue in force.” But 
how far are they applicable? The old Acts on which they were 
based are repealed, and:the new Act has been in operation since 
the Ist of May last. As, under sub-section(7), the new rules are 
not to come into operation until the expiration of one month after 
they have been made and issued, it is obvious that if they are to 
come _ operation before the Long Vacation they must shortly 
be issued. 





More Han forty years ago the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society drew up a series of rules relating to the practice with 
regard to the retainers of counsel, but these rules did not receive 
the sanction of the Attorney-General, and were not binding on the 
bar. It is certainly desirable that a distinct understanding should 
be come to between the two branches of the ion as to the 

ractice, and we are glad to publish elsewhere the result of the 
engthy negotiations which have taken place between the two 
authorities in the shape of rules of practice adopted by the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society and approved by the Attorney- 
General. One of the most important of these rules is the first, 
which provides that a general retainer, unless otherwise expressed, 
applies to all courts or tribunals, including the House of Lords 
and the Privy Council, but not to Parliamentary Committees of 
either House. The reeult is to substitute.a general retainer of five 
guineas for the separate retainers, amounting to a much larger sum, 
hitherto necessary to be paid in cases where a litigant desired to insure 
the services of a Queen’s Counsel in all the courts. Other rules 
require a counsel who tae Sn general retaiver to give notice 
to the party who has given it accepting a special retainer or 
brief from his opponent, and require a counsel who has advised or 
drawn pleadings in contemplation or durieg the progress of aa 
action, to give notice to the fret client before accepting a retainer 
from, or drawing pleadings for, or giving advice to, the opponent. 
Under the new rules it will no longer be possible for a counsel who 
bas argued a case in the court of first instance and Court of 
Appeal to accept a retainer for the House of Lords from the oppo- 
nent without previously tendering his services to the first client. 





Tux Loxn Caancetion, in his speech at the Nation] Conserva- 
tive Club on Tuesday, used words which appear to be absolutely 
irreconcilable with an intention to reintroduce at any future 
time the Land Transfer Bul in its former shape. He said (we 
quote from the Morning Post of the 25th inst.), “Hor Majesty's 
Government had thought it right to strive to do that which it was 

to 
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though they might differ in details. If, for the purpose of 
winning popular applause, they were to refuse to recognize the 
value of property and the right to retain that for which a man had 
paid, they might gain the support of this or that fanatic, but 
they would strike a blow at the confidence of those who thought 
that their great principle was ¢o recognize the rights of all, and to 
refuse to sacrifice one interest in order to secure the votes of others. 
Whatever might be the possible future, her Majesty's 
Government would adhere to that principle, and if—which he did 
not believe would be the case—the country refused to recognize 
what had been their course of conduct, and placed others in their 
stead, they would have the consolation of knowing that they had 
done what they thought to be right, and what the people hereafter 
would recognize as the true principle upon which mankind should 
be governed.” It may no doubt be objected by some caviller that 
these words are very like those which the same speaker uttered at 
a Mansion House dinner in November, 1886, in view of the 
introduction of the Land Transfer Bi)l, when he said that ‘ any 
legislation which has for its object to deprive a man of any right 
without giving him compensation for what is taken from him is 
neither desirable nor likely to promote the barmony and the 
welfare of this great empire. In our future legislation we must 
proceed upon the lines of respecting the rights of all.” Yet the 
author of this declaration introduced the Land Transfer Bill, 
which he himself admitted, on the third reading in the House 
of Lords, interfered with vested interests. Our answer to the 
caviller above mentioned is that in charity we must suppose that, 
until the appearance of the inspired articles in the Hconomist at 
the close of last year, in which solicitors were informed that they 
had no vested rights, and were “‘ much in the same position as the 
agricultural labourers who raised an outcry against the first intro- 
duction of labour-saving machinery,” the promoters of the Bill 
were absolutely unaware of the statutory provisions securing to 
solicitors the performance of certain functions; of the precedent 
as to compensation set by section 64 of the Divorce Act; and 
of the heavy payments exacted by the State from solicitors for 
their monopoly. At all events this is certain, that whereas, before 
the discussion elicited by those articles, the ‘‘ highest authority ” 
had intimated that ‘‘a Land Transfer Bill would be the one Bill of 
the Government which would be pressed forward at the very 
commencement of the ression,’’ and the Solicitor-General had also 
publicly stated that the Lord Chancellor proposed to press the 
Bill upon Parliament in the present cession; since the discussion 
referred to not a hint has, so far as we know, been given of any 
intention to press on the Bill. If our conjecture is correct, how 
grateful the Lord Chancellor must be to those who saved her 
Majesty’s Government from a fearful dereliction from that prin- 
ciple of recognizing the rights of all which he considers the true 
principle upon which mankind should be governed, and the observ- 
ance of which during office is the greatest consolation in the cold 
ehade of opposition. 


A Bitz to amend the Settled Land Acts which bas been intro- 
duced in the House of Lords by Lord Hexscuett contains several 
useful provisions. In particular we may give unqualified praise to 
the 9th clause, which relates to the mansion-house. It is pretty 
generally believed that section 15 of the Act of 1882, which pro- 
vides that rales or leases of “the principal mansion-house and the 
demesnes thereof, and the land usually occupied therewith,” shall 
require the consent of the trustees or an order of court, did not 
form part of the original scheme of the Act, and was inserted in 
deference to the opinion of the solicitors to an important peer. 
The effect of the ineertion of the section has been most unhappy. 
This is not the place to discuss the meaning of ‘“ mansion-house,” 
but we may point out that the better opinion is that it is not safe 
to take a conveyance under the Act of a house in London (not 


forming rt of a building estate) without the consent or order 
mentioned in the section. In the country many difficult cases 
oceur. It is often necessary to inquire whether land, in lease at 


the time of sale, has usually been in hand; as, if this is the case, 
it probably fells within the words “usually occupied with” the 
principal mansion. The object of the section in the Act of 1882 
was no doubt to prevent a family mansion, possessing bistorical 
interest or having interesting family associations, from being sold 
without due consideration, but, as we have above pointed out, the 
provision went much too far. The clause in the Bill appears to 





us to be well calculated to carry out the objects we have men- 
tioned. It prevents the ‘principal mansion-house and the 
pleasure-grounds and park and lands usually occupied therewith ” 
from being sold, exchanged, or leased without the sanction 
of the trustees or an order of court. But a farmhouse, and any 
house where the site with the pleasure-grounds, &c., does not 
exceed 100 acres, are excepted from the operation of the clause, 
the practical result being that the operation of the clause is 
restricted to cases in which the house is a ‘‘ principal mansion” 
according to the common understanding of mankind. The 11th 
clause also will be very valuable. It was a common practice for a 
tenant for life to buy small pieces of land, convenient to be held 
with the settled estate, as they came into the market, and then to 
sell them to the trustees so as to put them into settlement. Some- 
times, also, a tenant for life wished to purchase a small piece of 
settled land for the purpose of devoting it to some public object. 
Before the Settled Land Act, 1882, came into operation, both 
these objects could be effected under the common power of sale 
and trusts for re-investment of the purchase-money, as sales 
and purchases under the power or trust were made by the trustees, 
not by the tenant for life. The effect of the Settled Land Act is 
to hinder both these transactions, as, whether the transaction is 
the purchase of land for the purposes of, or a sale of land held on 
the trusts of, the settlement, the tenant for life is the person to 
make the contract, and it is a rule—not so much perhaps of law or 
even of morality as of common sense—that a man cannot contract 
with himself. The clause under coneideration enables this to be 
done by authorizing the trustees to exercise the powers of the Act 
for the purposes of sales to, purchases from, and exchanges and 
partitions with, the tenant for life. 





Tae DIFFERENCE of judicial opinion which has been exhibited dur- 
ing the litigation in no v. Dunn is very curious. The plaintiff is 
the maker of a well-known powder to which he has applied the name 
“Fruit Salt.” The defendant manufactures baking powder, but, 
for rome reason, this phrase struck bim as suitable for his own 
purposes, and he applied for the registration of a trade-mark in- 
cluding the words “ Dunn’s Fruit Salt Bakiog Powder.” To this 
the plaintiff objected, and before Kay, J., he won; in the Court of 
Appeal he lost, Linptey and Fry, L.JJ., being against him, and 
Corton, L.J., for him; in the House of Lords, finally, he has won, 
the majority now being on his side ; Lord Watson, Lord Henscuext, 
and Lord Macnacuren were for him, and the Lord Chancellor and 
Lord Morris against him. The question turned chiefly on the 
application of section 73 of the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks 
Act, 1883, which forbids the registration, in connection with a 
trade-mark, of ‘‘any words the exclusive use of which would, by 
reason of their being calculated to deceive, be deemed 
disentitled to protection in a court of justice.” It was thus a 
matter of pure speculation, and the attempts of the law lords to 
discover whether Mr. Dunn’s words were ‘calculated to deceive” 
were not a little entertaining. The result depended, of course, 
js he the estimate formed of the stupidity of the public to whom 
advertisers appeal. The Lord Chancellor and Lord Morais declined 
to believe that anyone who wanted an effervescing drink would ask 
for the defendant’s baking powder, or that any connection could be 
supposed to exist between the two. But, as to this latter point, 
the majority bad grave suspicions. Lord Watson thought that the 
baking powder would by many be assumed to contain Eno’s Fruit 
Salt, and that the credit of the latter might be seriously injured 
by a batch of badly made baking powder. Surely, however, in 
such a case the housewife’s wrath would be visited more naturally on 
Mr. Dunn for his bad baking powder than on Mr. Eno for his bad 
fruit salt; and the learned lord went rather far in intimating that 
only skilled chemists, and persons of intelligenc@ who gave heed 
to the matter, would be free from risk of error. Lord Henscuett 
seems to have ventured on the proposition that the, words “ fruit 
salt,” as spplied by Mr. Eno, although to a person with some 
chemical knowledge they might convey the idea that the powder 
contained ingredients derived from fruit, would yet, to the ordinary 
mind, simply label the powder as Mr. Eno’s, and nothing more. 
Consequently, when used by Mr. Dunn for his baking powder, 
they must necessarily intimate that in some way it was connected 
with Mr. Ewno’s manufacture. Such a consequence could only be 





avoided by using the words to denote some article totally different, 
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as a “Fruit Salt” umbrella, and Lord Henscnert said that 
numerous other instances might be given. Doubtless they could, 
only no one outside the House of Lords is likely to attempt to give 
them. Lord Macnacuren thought that the impression produced by 
Mr. Duxn’s trade-mark would be not the less misleading because 
vague and indefinite and incapable of bearing the very slightest 
examination. This probably is true, and, in spite of the common- 
sense opinions of the Lord Chancellor and Lord Morris, affords a 
sound basis for the decision arrived at. In the result, then, the 
trade-mark was held to be “‘ calculated to deceive,” or, at any rate, 
to be of so doubtful a tendency that the comptroller was justified 
in exercising his discretion by refusing to register it. 





In tHe case of Re Ware, Cumberlege v. Cumberlege-Ware 
(reported elsewhere), Srretine, J., followed the rule established 
by Kuypenstey, V.C., in Re Orawford’s Trusts (2 Drew. 230) 
with regard to the construction of the word “representatives” 
when it occurs by itself in a will. In the latter case refer- 
ence was made to the rule of construction — one, it was 
said, admitting of no exception, and which ought never under 
any circumstances to be departed from — that every term 
used by a testator must hate its primary or ordinary legal 
meaning unless the will affords evidence of his intention to 
use it in a different sense. But with regard to the ordinary 
phrase “‘legal personal representatives,” the word “legal” only 
means the representatives recognized by law, and really has no 
more force than it would have if prefixed to the word ‘‘heirs.” So, 
too, the term “personal” means no more than that the represen- 
tatives intended are the representatives of the deceased in respect 
of his personal property. Consequently the ordinary legal sense 
of the term “' representatives,” although used alone, is executors 
or administrators, and this meaning must be assigned to it in the 
absence of any expression of a contrary intention. Such intention 
may, of course, be expressed in various ways, and no general rule 
on the matter could be laid down. It has, however, been regarded 
as a point for consideration whether the bequest to a legatee 
or his representatives is immediate or reversionary upon a 
life interest. In the former case, if the word ‘representa- 
tives” has its ordinary meaning, the result will be either 
to confer a beneficial interest on the executors, or to throw into 
the legatee’s general assets property over which he had no control 
in his lifetime. This, it was held in Bridge v. Abbott (3 Bro. 
C. C. 224), could not have been the intention of the testator, and 
Lord Atvaytey gave the fund—the legatee having died in the 
testator’s jifetime—to the next of kin according to the statute. 
On the other hand, in Corbyn v. French (4 Ves. 418), where the 
legacy was given in reversion upon a tenancy for life, it was 
pointed out that the testator might have contemplated the chance 
of the legatee surviving him, but dying before the legacy was paid. 
Ia this case he would have a vested interest in the legacy, which, 
although reversionary, he could treat as part of his estate; and 
there was, therefore, nothing to shew that to give the ordinary 
meaning to the word “ representatives’ would in any way inter- 
tere with the testator’s presumed intention. Re Orawford’s Trusts, 
as well as the present case before Srretine, J., also referred to 
legacies which were given in reversion upon tenancies for life, and 
there was, consequently, no doubt that in bequests to legatees or 
their representatives this latter word must have its ordinary 
legal meaning of executors or administrators. 





In rue case of Re Locke (reported elsewhere), a question of 
considerable interest to county court officers was determined. 
It was there held that a motion under section 45 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, by the trustee in bankruptcy of a 
judgment debtor (whose goods had been taken in execution and 
sold by order of the high bailiff of a county court) for an order 
directing the high bailiff to deliver up possession of the goods or 
their value, on the ground that the execution was not completed 
before notice of the presentation of a petition in bankruptcy against 
the judgment debtor was given, might be made without observing 
the procedure prescribed by sections 53 and 54 of the County 
Courts Act, 1888. These sections, it may be mentioned, afford 
ample protection to any persons against whom any “ actions” or 
“‘ prosecutions"? may be commenced for anything done in pursuance 
of the County Courts Act, 1888, by (amongst other ways) limiting 


the time within which any such proceedings shall be taken, pre- 
scribing the place of trial, ea ere! Stee ay apn tlt 
given to the defendant one calendar month before 

ment of any action or prosecution against him. It has now been 
held by the court (Cave and A. L. Surrn, JJ.), in the case under 
consideration, that the mode of procedure above indicated is 
applicable only to “‘ actions” and ‘‘ prosecutions” properly 
re ty need at, See be fo gine Pot aad 
made by a trustee in to recover property ing part 
of the bankrupt’s estate, which a high bailiff has taken in 
execution or improperly disposed of, it being impossible to regard 
such a motion as a ‘‘ prosecution,” or even as being equivalent to 
an action for trespass or for so as to bring it within 
sections 53 and 54 of the County Courts Act, 1888. No one will, 
we think, be disposed to call in question this decision, which, 
however great the hardship it may entail, in certain cases, upon 
high bailiffs of county courts, is, we believe, fully justified by the 
language of the County Courts Act, 1888, as construed by its 
interpretation clause (section 186). 


a a dine inne teinn aaeitin ema , 








A QUESTION OF COSTS. 


A curtous point with regard to the payment of the costs of a 
successful defendant out of a fund to which the plaintiff is entitled 
to resort for indemnity was decided in Re Blundell, Blundell v. 
Blundell (44 Ch. D. 1), the matter being further complicated by 
the fact that the plaintiff was a company which, since the costs 
were incurred, had gone into liquidation. In 1884 an action was 
brought for the administration of the estate of Tuomas Bruwpst1, 
and the conduct of it was subsequently given to the Bavarian 
Brewery Co. (Limited), who were large creditors. Previously to, 
and until some time after, the commencement of the action, 
Messrs. Bowzr & Co. had acted for Brunpett’s trustee and 
executor, and had received out of the estate considerable sums for 
costs; and in 1887 the Bavarian company, by leave of the judge, 
took outa summons in their own name asking that these might be 


refunded. The application was based upon the ground that the 
executor, who paid the costs, was in default to the estate, and that 
consequently the solicitors were not entitled to retain them ; but 


it was dismissed by Srrexine, J. (40 Ch. D. 370), and the com 
was ordered to pay Messrs. Bowxn’s costs. Shortly after thi 
company was ordered to be wound up, with the result that 
were no assets out of which the costs could be paid. The 
of Tuomas Brunpett, also, was in an insolvent condition, 
after allowing for the expenses of the receiver, there remained in 
court only some £150. is consequently was liable, directly or 
indirectly, for the costs of the summons incurred both by the 
Bavarian company and by Messrs. Bower; but it was insufficient 
to pay either set of costs in full, and a con‘est for priority took 
place. 5 
The circumstances are somewhat peculiar, and it is not surprising 
that there is no authority directly in point. The question turns, 
of course, upon the extent to which Messrs. Bower & Co. were 
entitled to go directly to the fund in court without regard to the 
claim of the company, and the decision of this point produced a 
divergence of opinion between Norra, J., on the one hand, and 
the Court of Appeal (Corron, Lryprey, and Lorss, L.JJ.) on the 
other. It is clear that the Bavarian company were entitled to 
have their own costs paid out of the estate on behalf of which, 
with the sanction of the judge, they had taken proceedings, and 
also that their liability to pay the costs of Mesers. Bower entitled 
them to be indemnified out of the estate to that amount. The 
latter, on the other hand, could only look directly to the Bavarian 
company, and had no claim on the estate at all save in so far as 
they were entitled to the company’s right of indemnity. In this 
respect they stood in a position analogous to that of creditors of 
trustees who are ing on, under the directions of a will, the 
testator’s business. These, as was said by Lord Exvon, C., in Ee 
parte Garland (10 Ves., at p. 110), “‘ have something like a 
Jien upon the estate embarked in the trade”; and in parte 
Edmonds (4 D. F, & J. 488) this was put by Tunwer, L J., on the 
ground that the trustee has a right to resort for his indemnity to 
the assets directed to be used in the trade, and that the 
are entitled to the benefit of this and £0, py a og 
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a right to resort. The latter form of the doctrine was adopted by 
Jusst, M.R., in Re Johnson (29 W. R. 168, 15 Ch. D. 548), 
where it led to the result that, as creditors in resorting to the 
assets were simply using the right of the trustees, they must take 
that right as they find it. Consequently, it the trustee is in 
default, and his claim against the assets to that extent lessened, 
the creditors, too, are not entitled to the full assets until that 
default has been made good. So, too, the decision of the Court of 
peal in Re Gorton (37 W. R 341, 40 Ch. D. 536) shews that 
the right of the creditors against the assets consists solely in their 
claim to be substituted for the trustees, and is diminished by 
anything, such as the indebtedness of the trustees to the estate, 
which reduces their claim to be indemnified. 
Applying this principle to the present case, inasmuch as the 
warian company were entitled to be indemnified out of Tuomas 
Buowpet1’s estate for the costs they had been ordered to pay to 
Messrs. Bower, these latter might claim tke benefit of the 
indemnity, and to this extent, and this extent only, might come 
directly on the fund in court. But then the matter was com- 
icated by the fact that, besides this right of indemnity, the 
avarian company had also a claim in respect of their own coste. 
Thus they had two claims upon the fund, while Messrs. Bower had 
only a claim to be substituted for them in respect of one of them. 
Under these circumstances, Nortu, J., sppears to have simply 
followed out strictly the principle of Re Gorton. Dealing first 
with the claims of the Bavarian company, he pointed out that 
there was no obligation on them to put one before the other. They 
were entitled, if they so chose, first to assert their claim to their 
own coste, and then the claim to indemnity, whatever it might be 
worth, would be left for Messrs. Bowrr. Thus, following the 
language of the above cases, the value of the indemnity to the 
creditor may be diminished, not only in the interest of the trust 
estate by the indebtedness of the trustee to the estate, but also in 
the interest of the trustee himeelf by the satisfaction of other 
claims of his own out of the estate. In other words, the creditor, 
being merely entitled to the benefit of the indemnity, must teke 
this as he finds it, however much it may have been diminished in 
value, and however that diminution may have been brought about. 
Bat it is obviously a very different thing to say that the creditor 
may not claim more out of the estate than his debtor who is 
entitled to indemnity, and to say that the latter may absorb the 
estate by asserting a claim on his own account. It is by no means 
clear that, under such circumstances, he ought to be allowed to 
choose which of his claims he will assert, without regard to the 
creditor to whom he is directly liable. Hence in the Court of 
Appeal the question cf the real priority of the claims came to be 
considered, though a further difficulty resulted from the fact that 
it was not, as thus put, a simple matter between a person entitled 
to a right of indemnity and his creditor claiming the right by 
substitation, but that the right of indemnity belonged to a com- 
pany, and the company had gone into liquidation; and it 
; to have been regarded, somewhat erroneously, as the 
aiiminy case of the payment in full to a successful litigant of his 
costs incurred in proceedings taken by the liquidator. With 
regard to this, it is, of course, settled that a company which is 
being wound up is to be dealt with in the same way as any other 
litigent. So it was Isid down by James, V.C, in Bailey & 
Leetham’s case (L. BR. 8 Eq. 94), following Ez parte Smith (L. R. 
3 Ch. 125), and where proceedings are either brought or defended 
ussaccessfully, then the assets—that is to say, the other creditors 
—must, like everybody else, be fixed with the costs to which they 
have unnecessarily and improperly put their opponent. The same 
principle Bega too, as against the costs of the winding up, 
and in Home Investment Society (28 W. RB. 576, 14 Ch. D. 
167) Mauiss, V.C., thought that justice clearly required such an 
extension of the rule. A departure from it occurred in Re Dron- 
fleld Silkstone Coal Oo. (31 W. R. 671, 23 Ch D. 511), Currry, 
J., holding that the costs incurred in an unsuccessful attempt to 
lace a person on the list of contributories, and the costs of the 
, ought to be paid rateably; but in the next case, Re 
ion of Osnada Plumbago Oo. (32 W.R. 425, 27 Ch. D. 33), 
Pransom, J., took the same view as Matins, V.C., and his decision 
was supported by the Court of Appeal. 
ses, though they were relied upon, seem clearly not 
in poiat. In the present instance the costs which the Bavarian com- 
paay were ordered to pay to Messrs. Bowxx were incurred before the 


stand, in respect of them, in the position of ordinary creditors. 
Had this not been so, and had the costs really been incurred in 
respect of proceedings taken in the winding up, then Messrs. 
Bower would certainly have been entitled to preference. The 
Bavarian company, having the choice of going against Tuomas 
Biunvett’s estate, either for their own costs or for the indem- 
nity, would have been bound, upon the view of the equity of the 
ease which the Court of Appeal adopted, to exercise that choice in 
favour of the indemnity, and so let in the claim of Messrs. Bowsn. 
This, ia fact, was what that court, professing to decide solely 
between the company and Meesrs. Bower, did, and the latter, in 
opposition to the opinion of Norru, J., were held to be entitled to 
the fund. But if, as the facts seem to shew, Messrs. Bowser were 
not within the rule which entitles successfal litigants against a 
company in liquidation to the payment of their costs in full, and 
were only entitled in their claim against the company to rank 
with other creditors, it is not clear why the company should 
be bound to assert the right of indemnity so as to give them an 
advantage over the other creditors. The true principle, though it 
is one which was not adverted to, would seem to be that the claim 
of Messrs. Bower to the benefit of the indomnity, and to be pre- 
ferred in consequence to the company, had accrued before the 
winding up, and had given them, consequently, a lien upon the 
fand which could not afterwards be displaced. In respect of their 
claim against the company, the winding up placed them in the 
potition of other creditors, but in respect of the lien no change in 
their position took place. This wi'l apperently account for a deci- 
sion which was not a little confused by the introduction of irrele- 
vant authorities. 








TITLE UNDER VOLUNTARY CONVEYANCE. 


WE propose in this article to discuss briefly a question of great 
difficulty, aud of considerable practical importance, which some- 
| times presents itself to the conveyancer. The vendor shews a title 
|in fee simple, or for a term of years, but he claims under a 
voluntary conveyance, made either to himself or to one of his 
| predecessors in title. Can the intending purchaser accept the 
title ? or is there any means of making it good? 

We have to consider the effect of three statutes: 13 Eliz. c. 5; 
27 Eviz c. 4 (made perpetual by 39 Eliz. c. 18, s. 32); and the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883. The first of these statutes (13 Eliz. c. 5) 
is made for the protection of creditors only of the person making 
the voluntary conveyance. It declares all conveyances and dis- 
positions of property, real or personal, made with the intention 
of defrauding creditors, nu!l and void against them. The second 
of these statutes (27 Eliz. c. 4) is made for the protection of 
purchasers only. It in no way protects creditors. It provides 
that conveyances of hereditaments made to defraud purchasers of 
the same hereditaments shall be deemed void as against them 
and persons claiming under them. Each of these statutes contains 
a provision protecting any estate or interest mede on good con- 
sideration and bond fide to a person not having at the time notice 
of the fraud. The Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 
s. 47, renders voluntary conveyances, with an exception not 
necessary to be mentioned in this place, made by a debtor void 
as against his trustee in bankruptcy if made witbin two years 
before his bankruptcy, and under certain circumstances if made 
within ten years before his bankruptcy. Under the same Act 
a 4) a debtor commits an act of bankruptcy if he makes a 
raudulent conveyance of his property, or any part thereof. The 
primary object of the Bankruptcy Act is not to protect any 
particular debtor, or a purchaser from the debtor, it is to procure 
the distribution of the debtor’s property amongst his creditors. 

A deed which is voluntary under either of the Statutes of 
Elizabeth is voidable only, not void. It remains in force until 
steps have been taken, in the one case by a creditor, in the other 
case by a purchaser for value, to impeach it, and, on the other 
hand, it may be made good by ew post facto valuably éonsideration. 

A conveyance that is fraudulent within the meaning of 13 Eliz. 
c. 5 is also fraudulent within the meaning of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, and is, therefore, an act of bankruptcy SY section 4). But 
as no petition in bankruptey (section 6 (1) (a) ) can be presented 
which is founded on an act of bankruptcy which has not occurred 








within three calendar months before the presentation of the petition, 


winding up commenced, and consequently the latter could only 
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a purchaser from a person claiming under a voluntary conveyance 
will be eafe, so far as this section of the Bankruptcy Act is con- 
ovrned, if he does not complete till after the expiration of three 
calendar months from the date of the voluntery conveyance. 

The cases (which are collected in Mr. May’s useful book on 
Voluntary Assurance, at p. 315 e¢ seg.) shew that where, after the 
date of the voluntary conveyance, a conveyance is made for value 
to a purchaser, either by the person who makes, or by the person 
who takes under, the voluntary conveyance, that purchaser acquires 
a good title. The difficulty in the case ariees from the fact that it 
is impossible for a purchaser, either from the settlor or from the 
person taking by the voluntary conveyance, to know whether the 
other of them has not already made a conveyance for value, which, 
being prior in date to, will be preferred to the new conveyance. 
This difficulty can be got over by taking the conveyance from both 
the person making and the person taking under the voluntary 
settlement. 

There is but little, if any, authority as to the effect of the 47th 
section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. As by the effect of that 
section every voluntary conveyance is, on certain conditions, made 
void against the trustee in bankruptcy of the person making 
the voluntary conveyance, it appears impossible to hold that 
& conveyance for value from the person taking under a 
voluntary conveyance can prevail against the rights of the 
trustee in bankruptcy of the person making it. It may be 
argued that as, in most cases, a conveyance obnoxious to 
the provisions of this section will fall within the statute of 
27 Eliz., and is therefore void against a purchaser, it will be 
possible to avoid the operation of the section by taking a new 
conveyance for value from the person who made the voluntary 
conveyance, on the ground that a person taking under such a 
conveyance acquires a title independently of the voluntary con- 
veyance ; 80 that it is immaterial to him that that conveyance is 
void against the trustee in bankruptcy of the settlor. This view 
is probably correct. But, in the present absence of authority, it 
will be unwise to act upon it, and the only safe course is to decline 
to accept any title where a voluntary conveyance hes been made 
within the preceding ten years, except, indeed, in cases where the 
circumstances of the parties are such as to render the bankruptcy 
of the person making the voluntary conveyance highly improbable. 

In all cases in which such a title is accepted it should be made 
a sine gud non on behalf of a purchaser that the person who made 
the voluntary conveyance, if still living, and the person who took 
under that conveyance should be parties to the conveyance to the 
purchaser. As, under the provisions of the 125th section of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, for the administration in bankruptcy of the 
estate of a person dying insolvent, a petition may be presented by 
any creditor of a deceased debtor who could have petitioned during 
his lifetime, and, on an order being made on the petition, the 
provisions of Part III. of the Act (which includes section 47) will 
apply to the administration, with certain modifications not neces- 
sary to be here stated, no title apparently can safely be made where 
the settlor is dead until it is shewn either that all his debts 
have been paid or that they are barred by the Statutes of 
Limitation. 





RETAINERS OF COUNSEL. 


THE following rules of practice relating to the retainers of counsel 
were adopted by the Council of the Incorporated Law me on 
June 13, 1890; and were approved by the Attorney-Gen on 
June 17, 1890, 

GENERAL RETAINERS. 


1. A general retainer applies, unless otherwise ex, to all 
courts or tribunels, including the House of Lords and the Privy 
Council; but a separate general retainer must be given to cover 
business before Parliamentary Committees of either House. 

2. If the counsel who has — a general retainer should be 
offered a special retainer or brief by the opponent of the party who 
has given such general retainer, the 
party who has given it to notice before 
accepted. 

3. —— to these rules a general retainer lasts for the joint lives 
of the client and counsel. 

4. In case a special retainer or brief is offered to counsel nst 
the party who has given a oe retainer, the counsel after givin 
notice to the party from whom he has received a general 


meral retainer entitles the | to 
e offered retainer or brief is | an 





the offer of the special retainer or brief, is at liberty to accept the 
special retainer or brief of the other party, unless a special retainer or 
brief be given within a reasonable time by the party who gave the 
general retainer. 

5 Where a general retainer has been given, and a brief is not 
delivered to the retained counsel in any action or other proceeding in 
which the party giving the general retainer is concerned, aud to which 
it applies, the general retainer is forfeited: provided that the holding 
of a general retainer does not entitle a Queen's Counsel to the delivery 
of a brief on occasions when it is usual to instruct a junior counsel 
only. 

nd Where a general retainer is given for one and he sues or 
is sued with others, and appears separately, the retainer applies in thet 
particular action ; but if he appears jointly with others, the retainer 
does not apply, and remains unaffected. 


SprEctAL RETAINERS. 


7. A special retainer cannot be given until after the commencement 
of an action or p ing. 

8. A — retainer gives the client a right to the services of the 
counsel during the whole progress of the action. 

9. The retained counsel is entitled to a brief on every occasion in 
which the case is brought before the court, except on o2casions in 
which it is usual to instruct one junior counsel only. ° 


Crrcuir RETAINERS. 

10. A special retainer must be given for a particular assize. 

11. If the venue be changed for another place on the same circuit, 
a fresh retainer is not required. 

12. If the action be not tried at the assize for which the retainer is 
given, the retainer must be renewed for every subsequent assize until 
the action is disposed of, uuless a brief has been deli " 

13. A retainer may be given for a future assize, without a retainer 
for an intervening assize, unless notice of trial shall have been given 
for such intervening assize. 

APPEALS. 

14, Counsel in the original action cannot accept a retainer or brief 
on appeal from the opposite party without effording the client in such 
original action the opportunity of giving such retainer. 


OPINIONS AND PLEADINGS. 

15. Where counsel has advised or drawn pleadings, in contempla- 
tion or during the progress of an action or suit, a retainer ciamnot be 
accepted from, or pleadings drawn for, or advice given to, the 
opponent, without notice to the fizst client. 


PrRoMOTION OF COUNSEL. 


16. The retainer of a counsel does not cease upon his being 
promoted to a higher rank at the bar. 


AmounT oF FEEs, 


17. The fees given for general retainers are as follow :—In Parlia- 
ment, ten guineas ; in all other cases, five guineas. 

18, The fees given for special retainers are as follow:—Iv Parlia- 
ment, five guineas; in the House of Lords and Privy Council, two 
guineas ; in all other cases, one guinea. 








AN UNREPORTED CASE. 
[FROM A CORRESPONDENT. } 
A FEW prelimioary words of ex: are requisite before giving 


this case to the legal world. It is, necessary in the first 
lace to say that the report here given is plain, unvarnished trath. 
ithout such an averment its accuracy might possibly be doubted, 


— i the parties’ names are (for obvious reasons) suppressed, 
and that not only is the case without legal signi 


undecided, never will be decided, and even if it were decided its 


determination could by no conceivable ibility possess any bearing 
whatever, po vtaceee on ei law or practice, or on any 


possible development of either the one or the other. Notwithstanding 
are vapeeetl tan piped: on Sotereating. cal ibly instructive 
ere may as 1 " 
to thst who are saampe from the weary Gey ot aeaiahsbering justice 
tiffs in »_ Sientealing: on Giss e peeee we 
ideas of justice, of those people who conduct cases without 
assistance. It Se tants 


of those who are apt to bewail the decline of oratory at the bar, 


affording them _ ground that that Peart ae 
gift” m generation through 

St thoes see plinty in paren The following is the report of the 
case referred to : — 
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Anon v.. Anon, QaBD — — 
Application to Master in Chambers by Plaintiff in Person\(Female) 
to overrule Refusal of Judgment Department to enter Judgment 
in Default of Defence on Day following Delivery of the Plaintiff's 

Statement of Claim. 

The plaintiff, who made the application in person, addressed the 
Master as follows :— 

‘Sir, I come before you as one who, sitting in that homely chair, 
wields the mighty sword of Justice. Sir, I have been wronged, 
[crescendo] I am the victim of oppression, of injustice, of fraud, and 
robbery, and violence, and I come to you, sir, to seek that justice 
which, as a British citizen, is my simple right. Sir, [ pathetically] 
many years ago my own dear mother died—fell asleep, I ought to 
say—peacefully, hopefully, passed away from this “=a of ——” 

Master, interposing : ‘‘ Madam, my time is very limited. I must 
ask you to tell me the purpose of this application.” 

Applicant : ‘Oh! sir, 1 am coming to it; mark me, I am coming 
to it. Five years ago I happened to meet a solicitor, a man with all 
the outward panoply of greatness; position, influence, power, money. 
But, sir, inward)y he was a ravening. wolf. Well, sir, he tendered 
me his advice, and I took it. Alas! with what results? [Forte] 
Fatal results, disastrous results, wicked, fiendish, infernal results. 
arid Sir, the devil has triumphed and Justice is undone.” 

Master {sternly}: “ What is your application, madam ?” 

Applicant: ‘1 will tell you in one little word : [shouting] Justice. 
[Piano] That is my application, and neither more nor less will I 
take. Listen, sir. You are here to administer justice, the officials 
are here to administer justice, [crescendo] the judges are here to 
administer justice, [ forte] and I am here to receive it. [Diminuendo] 
But, sir, let me tell you [mysteriously] the officials in this building are 
all in league with my opponents, they are one and all corrupt, from 
the highest official to the humblest attendant they have ail ‘been 
corrupted by the gold of my oppressors. Sir, justice in this land 
should shine upon every British subject with all the kindling warmth 
of that glowing sun whose flashing radiance has now, at this moment, 
so brilliantly illumined this chamber, and whose rays are ever 
ready to fall upon all people who seek them.” 

[Here the Master showed signs of growing impatience j 

Hear me to the end, sir. I bave put in my claim in this ease, and 
I demand, sir, as my right, [crescendo] my just due, my righteous 
demand in the sight of heaven and before men, [ forte] to have judg- 
ment on my claim before those paltry wretches, my opponents, have 
had time to concoct some miserable, some fictitious, some lying aud 
deexitfal story which they will call their defence. [Shouting] Is this not 
my right ? Or, is the source of Justice dried up for ever in this nest of 
corruption and fraud. [Shouting] Sir, if I am to be denied this right, if 
my claims to justice are to be set at nought, disregarded, scoffed at, and 

under foot of men, [ pianissimo] then let me ask you, sir, 
[crescendo] you who hold high office in this palace of so-called Justice, 
you who are ble for the acts, and deeds, and shortcomings, and 
corruption of the officials of this building ; [ forte] let me ask you, sir, 
with all_your authority and responsibilities upon your head, to sign. 
seal, and deliver to me 4 certificate that [ fortissimo] knavery, and 
jobbery, and roguery, and rascality, and corruption, and fraw@; and 
[screaming] shall hereafter and for ever, and for ever, rule 
supreme in this Loyal -Courts—OF JUSTICE.” 

[The applicant, without waiting for any decision, retired backwards 
with elaborate courtesies, amid murmurs of admiration from several 
Sriends of her own sez, who accompanied her.) 








REVIEWS. 
COUNTY GOVERNMENT, 

The Law RELatTinc To County GoveRNMENT UsDER THE LOCAL 
GovzEeNMENT AcT, 1898, ann OTHER STATUTES AFFECTING COUNTY 
Counctis. By Atexanpen Giex, M.A, LL.b., Barrister-at- 
Law. Toorrure with Nores on THE REGISTRATION OF ELECTORS 
Acts, Batiot Act, Munsiwirat Corporations Acts, AND Con- 
Tacious Disgssys (Amimats) Acts. By WittiamM Epwarp 
Goxpoms, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. (Knight & Co.) 


This 
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hurry, but to one who seeks general information. An example of 
this will be found in the note on p. 336, Interpretation of Terms, 
and in the notes to sections 20—27, Financial Relations. Unfor- 
tunately these notes are, from the nature of the case, too long for 
quotation. At p. 1088 there is a useful table, taken from the table 
annexed to the Bill for the Lunacy Act, 1890, of references from re- 
pealed statutes, shewing how the repealed sections have been dealt 
with by that Act. We have never seen such a table inserted in a 
book of practice, and consider that the authors have, in reprinting 
this table, set a very good example to the writers of text-books. 
The book is written in ood English, and there is a well-arranged 
and clear index, which is the crowning merit of the book. 


ELECTIONS. 

RocErs on Exections. PartlI. REGISTRATION: PARLIAMENTARY, 
MUNICIPAL, AND LocAL GOVERNMENT, INCLUDING THE PRACTICE 
IN REGISTRATION APPEALS. WITH APPENDICES OF STATUTES, 
ORDERS IN CoUNCIL, AND Forms. FIFTEENTH EDITION. By 
MavricE PowEtt, M.A., Esq., Barrister-at-Law. (Stevens & Sons, 
Limited). 

The principal novelty in the present edition is the addition of the 
law relating to the registration of the county electors who elect the 
members of the county councils. The County Electors Act, 1888, is 
given in the appendix; and an excellent feature has been introduced, 
with regard to all the Acts given in this appendix, by the addition in 
the margin of references to the passages in the text relating to the 
various sections. The recent English decisions appear to have been 
very carefully noted up, but would it not be desirable to notice more 
of the recent Irish decisions ? 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
A WARNING TO SOLICITORS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—I remember reading in the newspaper some short time ago 
that a number of solicitors (for the credit of the profession I refrain 
from repeating the number) had been victimized by a man represent- 
ing that he was the owner of a tug who had saved off the Goodwin 
Sauds a ship of the name of The Mary Anne, and which he towed 
to Gravesend, and that he was in communication with the owner 
with regard to the salvage to be paid to him. That the owner had 
offered him £150, which he had refused, as he was entitled to at least 
three or four times that amount, and be wanted a solicitor to take 
up the case for him and obtain him a proper amount. : 

From what I recollect, he supplied the solicitors to whom he went 
with similar particulars to those he supplied me with a few days ago, 
and the name of the owner of the vessel saved, and then, haying done 
this, he represented he was short of money, doubtless the only word 
of truth he spoke, and wanted to borrow a little on account to pay 
his men, who were waiting on his tug at Gravesend. It is needless 
to say that I did not respond to his application for an advance, but I 
made him sign his stutement, and promised him that I would write 
to the owner of the supposed vessel, and requested him to call again 
in a few days. 

I wrote to the alleged owner at Sunderland, and, as I anticipated, 
received back this morning my letter through the Dead Letter Office 
indorsed ‘‘ Not known,” but my friend has not returned, so I must 
leave it to some other member of the profession to deal with him if 
he comes into their office. 

I would mention that the name and address he gave was Wm. 
Smith, Plevna-place, Margate, and that the name of his tug was 
The Wildfire, No. 184, of Ramsgate. G. EpwaRD CARPENTER. 

4, Trafalgar-equare, London, W.C., June 24, 








On the 19th inst., in the House of Commons, Mr H. Fowler asked the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he would ley upon the table a state- 
ment shewing the nature of the fees, amounting to £3,828, received by 
the Land Registry Office in the year ending March 31 Jast, and distinguish- 
ing the amount received in respect of the registration of titles. Mr. 
Jackson said the several amounts are—(a) first registrdtions under Land 





not contented themselves with s bare statement of the law, they | Transfer Act, 1875, and dealing with registered land under that Act, and 
have in many places = some very concise antiquarian , not | the Transfer of Land Act, 1862, £2,568; (>) an annual perpen received 
long enough materially to increase the bulk of the book, but fall | from the Land Securities Company since 1867, under the Mortgage 
enough to interest the reader who cares for legal antiquities, We | Debenture Acts, £250; () searches and registrations of writs and orders, 
heve examined several of these notes, and consider that they are | #04 charges, and deeds of arrangement under the Land Charger, &c., 
both interesting to the sntiquarian and useful to the (prscttloner. Act, 1888, £1,010—total, £3,828. In 1887-8, before the Land Charges 
The title of the book sufficiently shews the nature of contents. pa tay — y mgr ae ore a lh Rede ed tar Panes 
The discussion under cach of the Local Government Act of | tee, me nay re: Desi Sete; ne Se 
the matters to which the section relates will be found very usotal, | If the right hon. gentleman thinks it of value, { have wo objeotion to lay: 
aot only to the busy practitioner who is referring to the Act in «| ing the on the table. 4 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal, 
HOBBS v. HUDSON AND OTHERS—No. 1, 19th June. 
PracticE—InTERROGATORIES—Prnat Action—I11 Gao. 2, c. 19, s. 3. 


This was an appeal from the decision of a divisional court (Grantham 
and Charles, JJ.), refusing the plaintiff leave to admiuister interrogatories 
to the defendants (ante, p. 491). The action was brought under 11 Geo. 
2, c. 19, s. 3, by a landlord against his tenant, and a warehouseman who bad 
assisted him, for fraudulently removing goods in order to avoid a distress. 
That section provides thatif any tenant or lesseo shall fraudulently — 
away goods in order to avoid a distress, ‘‘ or if any person or persons 8 
wilfully and knowingly aid or assist any such tenant or lessee in such 
fraudulent conveying away or carrying off of any patt of his or her goods 
or chattels, or in concealing the same, all and every person or persons 80 
offending shall forfeit and pay to the Jandlord or landlords, lessor or 
lessors, from whose estate such goods and chattels were fraudulently 
carried off as aforesaid, double the value of the gcods by him, her, or them 
pep! carried off or concealed as aforesaid to be recovered by action 
of debt in any of his Majesty’s courts.'’ The Divisional Court considered 
themselves bound by the decision in Jones v. Jones (22 Q B.D 425) tohold 
that this was a penal action, avd they therefore refused leave to administer 
interrogatories. The plaintiff appealed, and contended that Jones v. Jones 
had been wrongly decided. 


Tue Court (Lord Esuzr, M.R., and Livp.ey and Lorgs, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. Lord Esuzr, M.R., said that Jones v. Jones was quite right, 
and in no way differed from the + laid down by the Oourt of 
Appealin Adams v. Batley(18 Q. B. D. 625). Where an action was brought 
for a penalty the defendant could not be forced to put on oath bis objection 
to answer interrogatories, and therefore leave to interrogate must be 
refused. It was impossible to say that this was not a penal action. It 
was brought not only against the tenant, but against persons aiding and 
abetting him, and was for double the value of the goodsremoved, That was 
not an action for mere compensation to the landlord, but was an action 
for a penalty, and therefore leave to interrogate must be refused. Linpiey 
and Lorzs, L JJ., gave judgment to the same effect.—Oounsrt, William 
Graham ; Jelf, Q0., and Duke. Soxrtcrrors, Bonner, Wright, Thomson, $ 
Co. ; Law & Worssam. 


TILBURY v. SILVA—No. 2, 20th June. 


Ricut or FisnHinc ——ENFRANCHISED CopyHOLDS—INTERRUPTION—RELEASE 
—Grant—OonstrucTrion—ImPiiepD ResERVATION. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kay, J. (ante, p. 251). The 
plaintiff, on behalf of himself and others, the owners and occupiers of 
ancient copy “tenements and ancient tenements, formerly copyhold, 
but now enfranchised, of the Manor of Ohilbolton, in the county of 
Southampton, claimed a declaration that he and the other owners were 
entitled, as appurtenant to their tencments, to a right of fishing by 
angling With a rod and by using a net called a “shoe net’ in that portion 
of the river Test, situate within the parish of Chilbolton, extending from 
Testcombe-bridge to Butcher's Mead, and, as incident thereto, to a right 
of way along one bank of the river between those poiuts for the purpose 
of cateyiog the said — of fishing; an injunction to restrain the 
defendant from obstructing the exercise of those righte; and damages 
The Manor of Ohilbolton formerly belonged to the Dean and Ohapter of 
Winchester, but had become vested in the Ecclesiastical Com oners. 
The copyholders held under leases for lives without any right of renewal. 
The plaintiff alleged that he, and the other persons on whose behalf he 
sued, and their predecessors in title, had been accustomed to enjoy and 
were entitled to the rights claimed, and had exercised those rights by 
themselves, their servants, agents, and Tesseés, for si ears and 
upwards without interruption, until they were fii t by the 
defendant. The defendant was the owner of an estate adj the 
rer Test, called ‘Testcombe, formerly 0 yhold of the Manor of 

iibolton, and teomenty held by Charles Péiitoi-~ In 1838 an inclosure 
award was made to which Penton was a party, and which contained,a 
recital that, by a deed of 1837, various proprietors of lands in 
the parish of Ohilbolton, including Penton, consented to allotments of 
waste in the parish and exchanges of land, with a proviso reserving to the 
copyhola tenants of the manor “all such rights of fishefy as they had 
hitherto lawfilly used, exercised, and enjoyed in the river Test, from 
Testcombe-bridge to Butcher's Mead, with full liberty of ingress and 
regress for the purposes of fishery in, over, and upon the lands or grounds 


to be allotted or inclosed.’’ Under this award some meadows on the | previously 


banks of the river between Testcombe-bridge and Butcher's Mead were 
allotted to Penton in respect of his copyhold estate. Those meadows now 
formed part of the defendant's estate. By a deed dated December 5, 


' 1845, the Dean and Chapter of Winchester spfranchised those meadows 


ther with other lands, to Penton, in consideration of a rent-charge o: 
£43 10s, per annum. By that deed the dean and chapter granted and 
released the lands unto and to the use of Penton, hia heirs and 
assigns, for ever, to the intent that the copyhold tenure thereof, and all 


rights, liberties, and privileges ‘‘ of hunting, hawking, fowling, and of 
chasing and killing game, rights of fishing,’’ and other rights, 
} Th ised in wae r 


by t in 1884. Pithe vghte claimed ty te plaintit’ were in 
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respect properties, all of had been . uently 
to bee deed of 1845. _ Be Derg ge ng spas gate 

path iver prevent 
om g there for the of % Since that time the plaintiff 


had ceased to exercise his rights. The writ in the action 
was issued in January, 1889. There was evidence that, from the year 


1823 downwards, owners of Copyhold and. tenements of the 

manor had used, let, and ed the fishing ate without question, and 
% manor presentments 

homage cleiming the rights, and thet the exercice of the rights had never 

been interfered with by the lords of the manor or their gamekeegers. 


Kay, J., held that the plaintiff acquiesced in the in 

his rights, and that this was fatal ee ie ey prescription ; a 

the claim on of a and Class was not a legal claim ; 
and, moreover, that the the deed of 1845 given up all rights 
of fishing to the defendant’s predecessor in title. « 


Tuer Covert (Corron, Bowen, and Fry, L JJ.) affirmed the decision 
Corrox, L.J., said that, as far as he could see, the right claimed was 
right by the custom of the manor, but it was unnecessary to go into that 
question, for the really turned upon the construction of the deed of 
the 5th of December, 1845. That deed was an enfranchisement by the 
then lords of the manor for valuable consideration of the lands now held 
by the defendant to Penton, freed and discharged from the man 
rights. The lands were conveyed to the intent that the copyhold tenure 

ght be extinguished, and that the rights, liberties, and privileges 
hunting, hawking, fowling, and of g and killing game, rights of 
fishing, and other manorial rights be_absolutely extinguished and 
discharged. ‘The language of the deed was very clear, and was such as to 

the lords of the manor from exercising as against the 

enfranchised, or any purchaser thereof, any -of-the rights referred to, so 
far as the lords could bind themselves. it was contended that the deed 
was not meant to extend to any right which the lords might have to grant 
to future tenants the right of fishing. In his lordship’s view, the lords of 
the manor had hot only the right of fishing t ves, but the power 
of granting a right of fishing to the copyhold tenants, which right 
the could 1 hen the leases fell in, and which they could 
grant away. There was no tor j ean. the 
words of the deed when the object of the deed was known. It was said 
that the court ps aphedig ny a reservation to the lords of the t of 

ting anew this right of fishing. In his lordship’s view, unless the 
ords of the manor were in some way bound to t to the copyhold 
gave 


‘il 


tenants this right of fishing, they up and their right. 
The plaintiff under a subsequent enfranchisement, and not 
hao Shel a tg =n oaghon a user 
hts as a : user was 
after 1645 by persons who had obtained enfranchisements, It was said 
that there was an implied reservation to the of the right to make 


grants of fishery de novo, but the terms of the deed of 1845 were 
sistent with such a reservation. Could the court infer any other 
of right? It was not that the court should infer a grant 
plaintiff individually, he was claiming in respect of a 
persons whom he represented. Under the circumstances no gran’ 
be inferred. Bowen and Fry, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunset, Stuart 
H. Johnson, and G. Wallace; Marten, Q C., and Alexander Young. 
crrors, B. F. § H. Landon; Kearsey, Hawes, ¢ Walsh. 
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RENDALL v. BLAIR—O. A. No. 2, 23rd June. 


Cuanrry—Action—Ogrtiricats oF Caaatry Commrisstonnas—Oonprrrox 
Precepent—Cuartry Scuoor—Avcrion To ResTratIn Drsmissat OP 
ScuootmasteR—OnarirasLe Trusts Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vier. o 137), 
a. 3. 


This action related to a charity, and the question was, whether it was 
necessary to obtain the leave of the Charity Commissioners 
the action, and, if so, whether their 
to the commencement of the action, or whether it coukl be obtained 
after the commencement of the action. The plaintiff claimed to be the 
headmaster of a National School in Yorkshire, and the action was brought 
for an injunction to restrain the defendants, the vicar of the and 
the other managers of the school, from dismissing the plain’ 
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authorize or direct any suit, &c., to be commenced, &., with respect to 
such charity ; ‘‘and (save as herein otherwise provided) no suit, &c., for 
obtaining any such relief, order, or direction as last aforesaid shall be 
entertained or proceeded with by the Court of Chancery, or by any court 
or judge, except upon ard in conformity with an order or certificate of’’ 
the commissioners. Provided that ‘‘this enactment shall not extend to 
or affect any such petition or proceeding in which any person sball claim 
any property or eeck any relief adversely to any charity.’’ On behalf of 
the plaintiff it was contended that the action, so far as it related to the 
latter of the relief claimed, was a common law action, and, there- 
fore, not within section 17; but that, at any rate, if section 17 applied, 
the consent of the Charity Commissioners might be obtained after the 
action had been commenced. Kay, J., was of opinion that the action 
related essentially to the trusts of the charity, and that such a suit 
ought not to be commenced without the consent of the Charity Commis- 
sioners, and he thought that it would be contrary to the object and purport 
of section 17 to hold that the leave of the commissioners need not be 
obtained before action brought. The intention of rection 17 was to 
mt charities from being harassed with proceedings of this kind. 
a action was such a violation of the Act that he must dismiss it with 
C sts. 


Tue Court (Corton, Bowen, and Fry, L.JJ.) reversed the decision. 

Corton, L.J., said that section 17 required that the consent of the Charity 
Commissioners should be applied for, but it did not say that, if the con- 
sent had not been‘ obtained before the commencement of the action, the 
action ought to be dismissed. It would be wrong, he thought, to dismiss 
the action simply on that ground. In bis lordship’s opinion the result of 
the decisions, which ought not now to be disturbed, was that the consent 
might be obtained after the commencement of the action. On that point 
his lordship could not agree with Kay, J. Then came the question 
whether the consent of the commissioners was actually required in the 
present case. Section 17 only required the commiesioners to give their 
consent when the administration of the trusts of a charity was con- 
cerned. Here the plaintiff, in his statement of claim, referred to the deed 
of truet by which the school was constituted, and said that he had rights 
under that deed, and he was secking to obtain the decision of the court in 
regard to thoss rights. In order to decide the plaintiff's rights the court 
must discuss the proper administration of the trusts of the school. There- 
fore, it eeemed to his lordship that section 17 applied. Bowen, L.J., was 
of opinion that upon the true construction of section 17 the consent of the 
commissioners was not necessary, either for originating or for prosecuting 
this action. Speaking broadly, he thought that the rection did not apply 
to actions brought to enforce common law rights, whether arising out of 
contract or tort ; and it did not apply to suits by individuals in which the 
object .was colely to obtain equitable relief in respect of common law 
rights. His lordship thought that the present action fell within the class 
of cases to which the section did not apply. The initiel language of the 
section shewed that actions at common law were not within its scope, and 
it followed that no action brought a to enforce common law rights, 
arising out of contract, common law obligation, or common law duty, was 
witbin it. His lordship referred to the decision of Jessel, M.R., in 
Holme v. Guy (5 Ch. D. 901). Having gone so faron the construction of 
the » Yeason and logic required the court to go a step further. 
The words of the section did not operate to bring a common law action 
within it, and the mere fact that incidentally in the action the court 
might have to decide what concerned the charity was not, in his opinion, 
enough to bring it within the section. Would a contrary construction of the 
secticn be reatonable ? If so, the reeult would be that, although a plaintiff 
would not be obliged to obtain the consent of the Charity Commissioners 
for a common Jaw action, he would be obliged to do so for an action in 
,the Court of Ohancery for the same purpose. Although a plaintiff would 
not be obliged to obtain the consent of the commissioners before com- 
mencing an action of trespnes, he would be obliged to do so before com- 
mencing an action for an injunction in respect of the same matter. It 
seemed to his lordship that the Act did not authorize such an anomaly, 
and that the consent of the commissioners had only to be obtained when 
the administration of a charity was sought. He thought, therefore, 
“that the section did not apply to cases in which equitable relief 
was sought in respect of common law rights, any more than it 
applied to common law rights. It appeared to him that the plaiatift’s 
case was only one of contract. He was simply seeking to enforce 
what he considered to be his common law rights in relation to 
that contract. Undoubtedly that might involve consideration of the 
deed of trust under which the school ‘was constituted. But the mere fact 
that such a question incidentally concerned the trusts of the charity 
did not render the section applicable. For these reasons he thought that 
Kay, J., was wrong in holding that the consent of the Charity Oommis- 
sioners ought to have been obtained by the plaintiff. With regard to the 
second t, whether—in cases to which the section did apply—the 
consent of the commissioners was necessary before the commencement of 
an action, he agreed with Cotton, L J., that the action ought not to be 
dismissed because the consent had not been obtained. The proper course 
was to let the action stand over, to see if the consent of the commissioners 
could be obtained. On the construction of the section, his lordship thought 
that:the absence of the consent of the commissioners was only a bar to 
the court dealing with the action, but was not a bar to the action itself. 
The action should stand over in order that tke blot might, if possible, be 
removed. The ccurt must hold its hand until the consent was obtained, 
but the section did not require the court to close the door altogether. 
Fay, L.J., agreed with Bowen, LJ., on both points.— Counsz1, 
Bdward Cutler, Q.0., and H, Lynn; Renshaw, QO., and Dicimus 8 urges. 
Soxscrtons, Baker § Nairne ; Vineent ¢ Vincent. 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Ex parte THE SCOTTISH ECONOMIC LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY (LIM.).— 
Kay, J., 21st June. 


Live Agsurance Company—Return or Despostr—Lirz AssuRANcE 
Companzes Act, 1870, ss. 3, 14, 15. 


This was a petition by the Economic Society, the l:quidators of the 
society, and the Scottish Metropolitan Life Assurance Oo, with 
which the Economic Society had entered into an agreement for amalga- 
mation, that the deposit made with the Accountant-General in accordance 
with section 3 of the Life Assurance Companies Act, 1870, by the 
Economic Society might be ay to the Metropolitan Co. The Econo- 
mic Society had not entitled themselves to receive the angen out of 
court under that section, since they had not accumulated the required 
£40,000, but the Metropolitan Oo. had accumulated £100,000. The 
Metropolitan Co. was to take over the liabilities of the Economic 
Society under its policies, amounting to about £260,000. 

Kay, J., said that the words ‘‘ accumulated out of the premiums” in 
section 3 of the Act of 1870 were essential words; the £40,000 mentioned 
in that section must have been accumulated out of the premiums earned 
in the company’s business. The policy-holders in the Economic had 
accepted the liability of the Metropolitan, but had not abandoned the 
liability of the Economic. The objections to the petition were, that the 
accumulations made by the Metropolitan were not made out of the 
premiums on the policies in the Economic;- and that the sum of 
£100,000 accumulated by the Metropolitan seemed to have been thought 
by them a proper sum to meet their liability on their policies before they 
took over this additional liability of £260,000. There was, therefore, no 
accumulation in respect of, or to meet, the policies in the Economic.— 
Counset, Renshaw, Q.C, and Methold. Soxtcrrons, Travers, Smith, § 
Braithwaite. 


HODGETTS v, BAKER—Kay, J., 20th June. 


Practices — Powzr or Disrricr ReersTrar To act as Oster OLERK — 
JupicatuRE Act, 1873, s. 64—R. 8. 0., XXV., 1, 6, 6a. 


Per Kay, J.—Where a judgment directs that a deed shall be executed 
by the defendant and be settled by the judge in case the parties differ, the 
district registrar in whose registry poset were commenced (other than 
the district registrars of the Liverpool and Manchester District Registries) 
has no power to settle such deed. Such a district registrar has no power to 
act as chief clerk unless the matter is sent tos him by the judge.— 
Counset, 4. Dunham. Souicrrors, Charles Rebinson § Co. 


WEBB v. WEBB—Chitty, J., 20th June. 


R. 8S. O., 1883, XXXVI., 1, 1 (a) —Acrion assicngD TO CHANCERY 
Drvisron—Piace or Ta1at—CuHancsE oF VENUE. 


This was a motion by the defendant to change the place of trial of the 
action from Oambridge to Middlesex. It appeared that the action was 
one for the administration of the trusts of a deed of assignment executed 
by the plaintiff for the benefit of his creditors, the defendant being trustee 
of the deed. The plaintiff asked for accounts and inquiries upon the 
footing of wilful default, the plaintiff alleging that the defendant had 
paid persons who were not creditors under the deed. The plaintiff had 
in his statement of claim named Cambridge as the place of trial, and{on 
the 16th of May last had given notice of trial for the ensuing assizes. 
The defendant, in support of his motion, relied on Powell v. Cobb 
(29 Oh. D. 486), and the plaintiff resisted it, relying on Philips v. Beall (32 
W. RB. 665, L. R. 26 Ch. D. 621). 

Ourrty, J., said that the defendant's ones in support of his motion 
was merely tantamount to this—namely, that when an action was assigned 
to the Chancery Division of the High Court it was the right of any party 
to have the action tried before a chancery judge. In the present case 
there might be some difficulty in trying the action at Cambridge, and it 
was also the case that apparently there must be accounts and inquiries. 
The defendant, however, had not produced any evidence in support of his 
motion, and what, in fact, was underlying his application was that he pre- 
ferred to have the action tried before a chancery judge to having it tried 
before the judge at as:izes, who was not likely to be one of the judges of the 
Ohancery Division. The defendant’s argument could not be maintained, 
and his wish could not be acceded to. The case in every respect fell 
within the ruling of the Appeal Court in Philips v. Beali, He should, 
however, make no order except that costs of the motion be costs in the 
action.—CounseL, Romer, Q.C., and Whinney ; G. Henderson. Souticrrors, 
F. A. § A. C. Doyle, for Jones § Son, Colchester; Cole ¢ Jackson, for Haden 
$ Knowles, Cambridge. 


SHIPWRIGHT v. CLEMESTS—North, J., 20th June. 


PracticE—AMENDMENT OF JUDGMENT—ACCIDENTAL OMISSION* OF WorDs— 
** Sure Onpzr ’—Jupoment Twenty Yzars orD—R. 8, O., XXVIIL., 11. 


This was an application under the “Slip Order” for the correction of 
what was alleg to be an accidental omission in a decree of the Court of 
Chancery ein the year 1871. The plaintiff and the defendant pr 
to December, 1868, were carrying on in a gresy the business of hair- 
dressers and . In December, 1868, they dissolved partnership, 
and the lease of the house No. 10, Tichborne-street,.in which the business 
had been carried on, was then ep ore’ to the plaintiff, and the defendant 
entered into a covenant with the plaintiff that he would not, ‘‘ during the 
remainder of the term of the lease,’”’ on es ames 95 2 ee 





or perfumer within a mile from No. 10, This suit was 
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instituted by the plaintiff in 1870, alleging that the defendant had violated 
his covenant, and claiming an injunction to restrain bim from so doing. 
On the hearing of the cause, on the 20th of February, 1871, a decree was 
made Branting an injunction ‘‘ perpetually to restrain’? the defendant 
from doing certain specified acts connected with the sale of a particular 
perfume, ‘and further to restrain the defendant from selling any per- 
fume, or in any way carrying on the business of a hairdresser or per- 
fumer within the distance of one mile from No. 10, Tichborne-street.”’ 
The plaintiff had recently served the defendant with a notice of motion to 
commit him for an alleged breach of the latter part of the injunction re- 
straining him from carrying on business within a mile of No. 10, Tichborne- 
street. The term of the lease (by which the defendant's covenant not to carry 
on business was limited) had expired in 1881, and the defendant met the 
motion to commit him by a cross-motion under the “Slip Order” to 
amend the decree by inserting in it (after the words ‘‘and further to 
= the defendant’’) the words ‘‘ during the remainder of the term of 

e lease. 

Norru, J., acceded to the defendant’s application. He was of opinion 
that he had power to do so under the “Slip Order.” Hethought that the 
words which the defendant asked to have inserted had been accidentally 
omitted, and that the decree as it stood did not carry out the intention of 
the judge. His lordship had no doubt that, if, at the time, the defendant 
had moved to vary the minutes of the decree, by inserting words limiting 
the operation of the injunction to the term of the lease, that application 
would have been granted.—Counsgt, Cozens-Hardy, QO, and H. Terrell ; 
Napier Higgins, QC., and Warrington. Soxicrrons, Potter, Sindford, ¢ 


Kilvington ; Lumley & Lumley. 
Re WARE, CUMBERLEGE v. CUMBERLEGE-WARE—Stirling, J., 21st June. 


Wit1—Power or Aprorintment—Ossects DESIGNATED Nominatim—Gurt 
OVER IN Derautt—Dzartu or Onsecr or Power 1n Liretime oF APPoINTOR 
—Exciustvg or Non-Exctiusive Power—‘‘ ReprgsgNnTATIVvEs.”” 


The testator, who died in July, 1859, bequeathed by his will to John O., 
Anne O., Samuel O., and Catherine Cautley each £10,000, and limited the 
same, so far as regarded John O. and Anne O. as follows: ‘‘ So that these 
sums may be left by them respectively after their deaths in such pro- 
portions as they may appoint to their brothers or sisters [sic] Oharles C., 
Samuel O., and Catherine Oautley, in failure of appointment to be equally 
divided between the three, or their respective representatives.” John 
died in 1869, having, by a codicil to his will, referred to the previous 
decease in 1867 of his sister Catherine, and appointed one-third of his 
£10,000 to Charles, and two-thirds to Samuel. Anne died in 1889, “we | 
by will appointed her £10,000 in equal shares between Samuel an 
Charles. Oharles had predeceased Anne, dying in 1888, leaving issue. 
Catherine Cautley had left her husband and four children her surviving. 
Samuel, who was the surviving executor of the wills of John, Anne, and 
Catherine Cautley, took out an originating summons for the purpose of 
obtaining a decision upon the validity of the appointments, whether, 
Catherine having predeceased John, and Catherine and also Charles having 
predeceased Anne, the appointments respectively made by John and 
Anne were valid, and also whether ‘‘ representatives’ meant legal 
personal representatives or next of kin. 

Srre.ine, J., said that no case had been cited to shew that the rule in 
Boyle v. Bishop of Peterborough (1 Ves, 299), that, where there is a nou- 
exclusive power of appointment by will among a class who take in default 
of appointment, the death of a member of the class before that of the 
donee of the power does not destroy the power—which was followed in 
Ricketis v. Loftus (4 Y. & O. Ex. 519)—did not apply to a case where 
the objects of a power were named, and not merely mentioned as a class, 
and the gift over in default of appointment was also to them nominatim. 
As all the objects of the power had survived the testator, the fact that 
Catherine had predeceased John did not put an end to his power, so his 
power was properly exercised as to the whole of his legacy. As to Anne’s 
fund, the appointment of one moiety to Samuel was good, and as to the 
other moiety, which failed by reason of the death of Charles in her life- 
time, one-third part would go to Samuel under the ultimate bequest in 
default of appointment. The remaining two-thirds would go equally to 
the respective ‘‘ representatives ’’ of Charles and Catherine Oautley ; the 
term ‘‘ representatives ’’ meaning, according to the doctrine laid down in 
Re Crawford’s Trusts (2 Drew. 230)—a case which had been repeatedly 
followed, and with which his lordship agreed in every respect—the 
executors or administrators, and not the next of kin. To put any other 
meaning upon the term it was necessary to find some words in the will 
to extend the signification beyond its primary meaning, and such circum- 
stances his lordship could not discover.—CounszgL, Giffard, Q C., and A. 
Bailey ; Phips.n Beale, QO., and W. Coweli Davies; Wace; Graham 
Hastings, Q.0., and Lemon; Buckley, Q.0., and J. G. Butcher; Cartmell, 
Soricrrors, Baileys, Shaw, $ Gillett; Wade § Lyail. 





lligh Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
REG. v. RILEY AND CAMPION—O. CO. R., 21st June. 

Ortminat LAaw—Mounicrrat Evection—Oorrvrt Pracrice—Vanve—Power 
TO ORDER TRIAL IN ADJOINING Oounty—Municrpat Sixections (Corrupt 
AND IntzGaL Practices) Act, 1884 (47 & 48 Vicr. c. 70), 8. 28, suR-sEo- 
TION (5). 

In this case the prisoners were charged before an election court sitting 
at Nottingham with bribery, alleged to have been committed di a 
municipal election in that city. The commissioner who tried the 2 
petition made an order that the prisoners should be prosecuted on indict- 





ment at the ensuing assizes for the county at Derby for ‘‘a corrupt 
tried at the Assizes before 


a They were y 

awkins, J., u an indictment which alleged se specific acts of 
Setbeny ommnilied by each . The indictment was headed ‘' Derby 
to wit,”’ and in the 'y of it stated that the offences were committed at 


(1) whether the comm! 
indicted in a county other than that in which the offences were alleged to 
have been committed; (2) whether his order was sufficient to su: the 
indictment, the order not stating the acts of bribery which were : 
and (3) whether the indictment, being laid in the county of Derby, t 
not to have charged the offences as committed in that co '’ and at 
Nottingham. Section 28, sub-section (5), of egg etapa snie ny 
and Illegal Practices) Act, 1884, provides: ** 

prosecuted for any such offence,”’ i.¢., befor’ an 
corrupt or illegal practice, ‘‘and either he elects to be tried by a jury or 
he does not appear before the court, or the court thinks it in the interests 
of justice expedient that he should be tried before some other court, the 
court, if of opinion that the evidence is sufficient to put the said person 
upon his trial for the offence, shall order such person to be prosecuted on 
indictment or before a court of summary jurisdiction, as 

require for the said offence; and in either case may order him 
procecuted before such court as may be named in the order; and for all 
purposes preliminary, and of and incidental to such prosecution, the 
offence shall be deemed to have been committed within the jurisdiction of 
the court so named.” 

Lord Oorermncr, OJ., was of opinion that the commissioner had 
power to send the cases for trial in an adjoining county. It was said that 
the effence ought to have been described in the body of the indictment as 
committed in the county of Derby, and not at Nottingham. There were 
two answers to that objection—either you might reject the words “at 
Nottingham ’’ as mere surplusage, or you might say that, from a legal 
point of view, the two expressions were nt, for Parliament had 
very rightly and properly permitted the commissioner to send such cases 
for trial in an adjoining county, and therefore, although the offence took 
place at Nottingham, it was legally correct to describe it as having 
occurred in the eounty of Derby. Then the order was that the man 
should be indicted for a corrupt practice, whereas the indictment ran to 
many counts, and in each count « separate act of corruption was charged. 
The answer was that although he was sent for trial for a corrupt : 
in the indictment, you might charge what corrupt acts you pet 

C) 


i 


all constituted a habit or continuance of og action. was 
that the indictment was right, and the judge had eg to try the 
cases. The conviction must be affirmed. Hawxuns, J., thought hg 


the case raised very serious questions which had not, to his mind, 
entirely disposed of. He did not, however, feel justified in dissenting 
from his brethren. In the firet place he was not satisfied as to the power 
of the commissioner to send for trial in a ee eT. Assum- 
ing that he had that power, the indictment was sufficient. section 
said that the offence should be deemed to have been committed within the 
jurisdiction of the court. By virtue of the section and the order of the 
commissioner the part of Nottingham where the offence was committed 
was to be deemed, for the purposes of the case, a part of the couaty of 
Derby. There was, therefore, no in the indictment 
in Derby and putting Nottingham in the body. It was said that the order 
referred to one offence only—e corrupt practice, and that as the indict- 
ment charged several offences it was left absolutely uncertain which was 
the offence for which the prisoner wes sent for trial. But the meaning of 
the order was that the man’s habit during the election was to influence the 
electors corruptly—his conduct was heme : he was to be charged for his 
corrupt practice or conduct, and that might consist of many corrupt acts, 
all of which might be charged in the indictment. It would bave been 
preferable if the order hed set out specifically the corrupt acts which con- 
stituted the offence, but it might be upheld in the way suggested. There- 
fore, although with some hesitation, he that the conviction should 
be affirmed. Matuew, Day, and Granruam, JJ., concurred. Oonviction 
affirmed.—OovunsxL, Stanger and Stevenson; Buszard, QO, and Rickards. 


Soxicrrors, C0, H. Fraser, Nottingham; Solicitor to the Treasury. 


BEG. v. PAUL—O. C. R., 2lst June. 


Crminat Law—48 & 49 Vicor. o. 69, 8. 4—Unsworn Evipence or Onmp 
or TrenpER Ysars—Oonvicrion unper 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100 For 
InpEcent AssauLT—ADMISSIBILITY. 

In this case the prisoner was indicted upon two rename be charg- 
ing him, under section 4 of the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885, with 
an attempt to have carnal knowledge of a child of tender years; the 
second charging him, under 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, with an indecent 
assault. The Recorder of the City of London, who presided at the trial, 
admitted the unsworn evidence of the child under the provisions of the 

Law Amendment Act, s. 4, but held that there was no evidence 
to go to the jury upon the first count. He permitted the unsworn evi- 
dence to go before the jury on the second count, and the prisoner was 
convicted. The question was, whether the unsworn evidence was admis- 
sible upon the second count, the words of the Act (section 4) by which the 
evidence is made admissible referring only to “the hearing of a charge 


under this section.” 

Hawx1ns, J., in delivering the jud t of Tux OCovrr (Lord Oorz- 
ripcE, O.J., and Hawks, Maruew, Day, and Granrnam, JJ.), said that 
the court was of opinion that the conviction could not be x 
Although, before the passing of the Oriminal Law Amendment Act, 1885, 
some authority existed for receiving the unsworn evidence of yourg 
children (1 Hale P. . 634), yet the practice was not to receive such evi- 
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; therefore the admission of this evidence depended entirely —_ 
construction of section 4, and the court could no further. t 
did mention the crimes of rape or indecent assault, which 
t not be an oversight, but at all events the exception as to 
was not extended to those offences. It was said 
evidence having once been properly admitted upon the first 
was legal evidence, and could be used throughout the case; for 
. V. Wealand (20 Q. B. D. 827) was said to be an authority. But 
no doubt that evidence which was receivable upon one count 
indictment might be inadmissible upon another. Nor was Reg. v. 
. D. 829) inconsistent with that view, for in that case the 
tarily gave evidence on a count as to which he could not 
been asked to give evidence at all, and it was held to be evidence 
not by virtue of the statute, but as an admission. In this 
first count had been swept away, could the evidence have 
upon the second count alone? Undoubtedly not; and if not 
not have been right to consider it upon that count. It was 


r 
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admissible on all counts; it would be less objectionable to say 

because inadmissible on one count, it was inadmissible upon all. 
the true view was that it was admissible on the one count because 
te said so, and was inadmissible on the other count because the 
said nothing. In Reg. v. Wealand the prisoner was indicted upon 
count only (for carnally knowing the child), and no objection could be 
to the evidence, because it was admissible by statute upon the only 

which was before the jury. In this case it would be strangel 
anomalous if the prisoner should be acquitted on the charge upon which 
this evidence was admiesible, and convicted on the charge upon which it 
was clearly inadmissible. The law on the subject contained in the Act 
very unsatisfactory state, and required much amendment; but 
upon the law applicable to this case the conviction was wrong, and must 
b3 quashed. Conviction quashed.—Counsgt, Eliot; Gill. Soxttcrrors, W. 
Bdwin ; Solicitor to the Treasury. 
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REG. ». THE JUSTICES OF LONDON; Ez parte THE FULHAM VESTRY— 
23rd June. 


Apprat—Disuissat or Compiarst ny Macistrare—Ricut or APPEAL BY 
ComPLaIsant aGatnst AcqurrtaL—Hicuwar Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Wut. 
4, c. 50), s. 105. 


Rule for a mandamus calling on the justices of London to shew cause 
why a writ of mandamus should not issue, directed to them, commanding 
them to hear and determine a certain appeal at the instance of the Vestry 
of Fulham, upon the ee eT Sees Be ions se 


their materials by longer ways. For that reason the vestry desired 
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at a section of this sort. Seneene et aii 96 Sam & tant a man is 

uitted he is not to be tried a second time. Looked at broadly and 
looked at reasonably, this section does not give an appealunless in case of 
conviction. Isa n who fails to get a conviction a person ‘‘ aggrieved ’’ ? 
Is he, in the sense of the word, aggrieved because somebody has 
been held not to have done something wrong? It appears to me that this 
section does not give an appeal unless when something has been done, 
some order made against a one Wuus, J.—I am of the same opinion. 
I should like to add that in my judgment this is distinctly a criminal 
matter. I think that is so within the decision of the Court of Appeal, and 
the principles laid down by them. In form it is a fine, and imprisonment 
may follow, and therefore it is a criminal matter. I should like to add 
that this legislation took place in 1835, but analogous words have been 
found in very much earlier Acts than this, many scores of years before 
1835, and yet there is no instance in the books in which the appeal has 
been successfully prosecuted on an acquittal. The — is always 
treated as a person who has been convicted, or something analogous to 
that. I cannot find a trace of any case where there has been an appeal in 
case of an acquittal. Rule discharged.—Oounsgt, Candy, Q.C., and Meates ; 
Lumley Smith, Q.C., and Macaskie. Soxicrrors, Lane, Monro, § Soutter; T. 
Blaneo White. 





Bankruptcy Cases, 


Ex parte BROWNE AND WINGROVE, Re BROWNE AND WINGROVE— 
O. A. No. 1, 20th June. 


BankRuptcy—ScHEME OF ARRANGEMENT WITH CrEDITORSmAPPROVAL OF 
Courr—“‘ Benzrir or (repitors’’—Banxruprtcy Act, 1883, s. 18, 
SUB-SECTION 6. 


This was an appeal by debtors from the refusal of Mr. Registrar Giffard 
to approve of a scheme of arrangement with their creditors, which had 
been accepted by the statutory majority of the creditors. Sub-section 6 
of section 18 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, provides that ‘‘if the court, is 
of opinion that the terms of the composition or scheme are not reason- 
able, or are not calculated to benefit the general body of creditors . . 
the court shall . . . refuse to approve of the composition or scheme.’ 
The registrar was of opinion that the echeme would not give the creditors 
any greater benefit than they would obtain under an administration of 
the debtor’s estate in bankruptcy, and that, consequently, he was bound 
by the authority of Ez parte Bischoffsheim (31 Soxicrrors’ Journau, 463, 19 
Q. B. D. 33) to hold that the scheme was not for the benefit of the credi- 
tors, and to refuse to approve it. 

Tue Oovrt (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Linptzy and Lorzs, L.JJ.) 
affirmed the decision. Lord Esuer, M.R., thought that the decision 
in Ez parte Bischofisheim was right. If a scheme of ommngenant produced 
no greater benefit to the creditors than a bankruptcy would, it was of no 
benefit to them at all. That was the result of the present scheme. It 
was only for the benefit of the debtors, because they did not wish. things 


dj|to be known which would come out in a bankruptcy. Linpiey and 


Loves, LJJ., concurred.—Oounsst, Sidney Woolf, Q.C., and F. M. 
Abrahams. Sourcrrons, M. Abrahams, Son, ¢ Oo. 


Ex parte THE TRUSTEE, Re LOCK—Q. B. Div., 19th June. 


Banxrurrcy—Morion sy Trustee acarnst Hicu Barr or Country Oovart 
TO DELIVER up Goops—Format Norice—Oounry Oovurrs Act, 1888, ss. 
53, 54—Banxrvuptcy Act, 1883, s. 45. 


This case raised a question of considerable importance under the Oounty 
Courts Act, 1888. Previous to the 4th of February, 1889, two executions 
had been levied against the debtor by the high bailiff of the Oardiff County 
Court, and intimation being received by him that a petition for a receiving 
order was about to be presented against the debtor, the goods were sold at 
10 o’clock on the of the 4th of February. The petition was 
presented at 10.20 o'clock on the same day, and on debtor being adju- 


dicated a bankrupt a motion was made in the county court by his trustee 
against the _ ff, under section 45 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, for 
an order on to deliver up possession of the property or ite value, on 


the ground thet the execution was not completed before notice of the pre- 
sentation of the petition was given. By section 53 of the County Courts 
all actions and prosecutions to com- 


against any for any done in pursuance of this Act 
unless poem Fnac why be and tried in the county where 


the Was comm! and shall be commenced within three months 
after the fact was and not afterwards or otherwise ; and notice 
in writing of such action or prosecution, and of the cause thereof, shall be 


given to the defendant one month at least before the commencement thereof ; 
and no plaintiff shall recover in any such action if tender of sufficient amends 
shall have been made before action brought, or if after action brought a 
sufficient sum of money shall have been paid into cougt with costes by, or 
on behalf of, the defendant.” And by section 54 no action is be 
brought a bailiff, &c., acting under order of the court without 
notice ; the registrar is to be ¢ defendant in the action. On the 
of the trustee’s motion against the high bailiff in the county 
court, the preliminary objection was taken that the formalities required 
by the Act of 1888 had not been complied with, and this objection havi 
been allowed the county court judge, the trustee now appealed, it 
being admitted if the appeal was successful the case must go back to 
the county court for decision on the merits. On behalf of the trustee it 
was contended that the County Courts Act, 1868, did not apply to the 
eS Cee Cee & eee oe 6 oe that 
he had a title to certain by virtue Bankruptoy Act ; but 
on behalf of the high was argued that the motion was in reality 
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an action against the high bailiff for damages, and that he was entitled 
to insist that the formal notice under the Act should have been given to 


him. 

Tue Court (Oave and A. L. Smrru, JJ.) allowed the y ven Oavz, 
J., said that it was impossible to say that the motion by the trustee was 
an action for trespass or for damages. It was simply a motion by the 
trustee to recover property which was the bankrupt’s, and which the high 
bailiff had got into his hands, or, as was alleged, had improperly dis- 

of. It was not an action at all. A. L. Sarrn, J., concurred, and 
said that an ‘‘action’’ was a well-known thing which was commenced by 
writ or plaint. The term ‘‘ prosecution’? was equally well known. In 
section 53 of the Oounty Courts Act, 1838, both those terms were dealt 
with. Then it appeared to have been thought by somebody that those 
terms might not cover a “‘suit,’’ and so by the interpre m clause of 
the Act it was provided that ‘‘action’’ should ‘include suit, and shall 
mean every proceeding in the court which may be commenced as pre- 
scribed by plaint.’’ Tne court was now asked to extend that further, and 
to say that it should include any proceeding by motion. The court could 
not do it.—Counse., H. Kisch ; Herbert Reed. Soutcrrors, A. Kiseh, for 
D. Davis, Birmiogham; Bell, Brodrick, ¢ Gray, for Linton ¢ Kenshole, 
Cardiff. 


Be parte HASLUCK, Re LEHMANN—Q. B. Div., 17th June. 


Banxrurtcy Notice—Jupcment Dest—Inrerest— Ricut To InciupE 
Cuam ror Interest 1n Bankruptcy Notice—Bawnxevrtcy Acr, 1883, 
8. 4, suB-sECTION 1 (g). 


An important question was raised in this case with reference to the 
right of a judgment creditor, under section 4, sub-section 1 (g), of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, to include in a ae notice issued by him 
a demand for interest on the judgment debt. The case was an ex parte 
appeal from a refusal of the registrar of the county court at Guildford to 
issue a bankruptcy notice against the debtor on the application of the 
appellant, by which notice was given that unless within seven days a sum 
of £14,896, claimed as being the amount due on a final judgment 
obtained in 1888, was paid by the debtor, or secured or compounded for, 
or unless the court was eatisfied that the debtor had a counter-claim, set- 
off, or cross-demand against the appellant which equalled or exceeded the 
sum Claimed, and which he could not set up in the action in which the 
judgment was obtained, such debtor would be considered to have com- 
mitted an act of bankruptcy, on which bankruptcy proceedings might be 
taken against him. Of the amount claimed the sum of £13,796 was the 
amount of the judgment, a sum of £1,100 being added for interest at the 
rate of four per cent., but the county court registrar refused to allow this 
latter sum to be included, and altered the bankruptcy notice by reducing 
the claim to £13,796. Section 4, sub-section (1),of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, provides that a debtor commits an act of bankruptcy‘ . . . 
(g) If @ creditor has obtained a final judgment against him for any 
amount, and, execution thereon not having been stayed, has served 
op him a bankruptcy uotice requiring him to pay the judgment 
debt in accordance with the terms of the judgment, or to secure or 
compound for it to the satisfaction of the crediter or the court, and he 
doesnot . . . either comply with the requirements of the notice, or 
satisfy the court that he has a counter-claim, set-off, or cross-demand 
which equals or exceeds the amount of the judgment debt, and which he 
could not set up in the action in which the judgment was obtained.”” By 
rule 136 (1) of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, ‘‘ A bankruptcy notice shall 
be in the form No. 6 in the 7 ok with such variations as circumstances 
pd require.” And by 1 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 17, it is provided that 
‘Every judgment shall carry interest at the rate of £4 per cent. per 
annum from the time of entering up the ju ent . . . until the 
same shall ba satisfied, and such interest may be levied under a writ of 
execution on such judgment.”’ 

Tue Oovrr (Cave and A. L. Smrru, JJ.) allowed the appeal. Oavs, J., 
said that the appellant was entitled to have a eae notice issued 
for the amount due on the judgment, which inclu the interest. 
There might be a question whether the two amounts should not appear 
separately in the notice—namely, first, the amount of the B. ent, and 
then the interest, or whether it should be in the form in which it had been 
put, but that was a mere matter of detail. The creditor was entitled to 

ave the amount of the interest added to the jadgment debt, so that the 
debtor might be informed by the notice that he could not comply with the 
notice without paying the interest on the debt A. L Swmrrn, J., con- 
curred.—Oounse., Cautley.. Sorrcrron, Mf, 8. Rubinstein, 


Solicitors’ Cases. 
SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS, 


24th June—Joun Rytanp Orooxe (Birmingham). 
25th June—WitttaMm Porton (‘ately of Orewe). 


County Courts. 
TURBERVILLE AND ©O. v, SHARPE, PIMLOT® (Claimant) AND DIPROSB 
(Claimant)—Marylebone, 19th June, 
Jour Asmrtonment oy Cuarrece To waren Grantors wank Saparareny 
Entitiep aenpans Bust or Sauce Voro—Brire or Sane Act, 1882, ae, 
7, 


His Honour Judge Sronon, in delivering judgment, said; This is an 
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in er issue remitted from the 
goods taken in execution by the sheriff, and 
point as to the validity of a bill of sale. By the instrument in question 
the execution debtor Sharpe and the claimant Pimlott assigned, as joint 
owners, certain chattels, to some of which the execution debtor was 
separately entitled—viz., certain carpets of the admitted value of £6—and 
farniture of the admitted value of £24, and which, together with certaic 
tniture of the ue oO! 4 with ccrtain 
other furniture to which the claimant 
was not included in the bill of sale, of the admitted value 
seized and sold by the sheriff, and realized the 
two Bare of i, 8. bill of sale a or referred to the 
mortgagors,”’ an tee as ‘‘ the mortgagee, throughout the bill 
of sale, and it is o' in accordance with form in the schedule 
to the Act of 1882, except that the following is introduced 
into it, viz.:—‘‘That if the grantee (described * the 
mortgagee’) shall become entitled to seize the chattels thereby assigned, 
which he shall become entitled to do for of the following 
namely, [then follow all the clauses, (1) to (5), in the 
Act] then the mortgagee and his agents may enter and 
said premises, or any other < es Deum wae fe 
chattels shall be, after ex of five t days from the 
of the seizure sell or remove and the same.”’ On consideration of 
an = the bill of sale, and the vied voce evidence given at the 
think that this bill of sale is void, because it is not in conformity 
the form in the schedule to the Act, inasmuch as 
not joint owners of the chattels —o by it, as appearing by 
to 
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bill of sale, and many com 
grantee's right to enter under 
the Act and repeated in the bill of sale must arise upon it, ¢g., in the 
of one of the grantors perm | bankrupt and 

think that it is somewhat dou! 
described in the bill of sale, and whether 
*‘or any other premises of oe are not con! 
the form in the schedule, render the of sale void, but on the 
do not think that such is the case. Being, ho ‘ 
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value of the rest of the 
costs on £6 against the 
Pimlott costs on the £13, the admitted value of the goods not 
the bill of sale, against the execution creditor, but 
last-named claimant and the execution debtor ha 
the execution creditor as well as the grantee of the bil] of sale as to their 
interests in the goods comprised in that instrument. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The thirtieth anni festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Associa- 
tion was held on evening at the Whitehall Rooms, Hotel 
Métropole, Sir W. J. Farrer taking the Among the guests 
were—Messrs. George Burrow Gregory, ( of board), Grinham 
Keon, | (president Law Society U.K), Beny William 

Bryan Farrer, W. D. Freshfield, H (president 
Leeds I 4, Binney, (president 
Incorpo- . es ——- F. F. Giraud, age Kent — 
y. v4 ’ Oardift Law J. A. - 
dent lew Gow it” Meteo" Gluten, 
Sidn Ward, F. T. Wi 


oolbert, +a M. F. 
a Se Le NRe i Rees te 
T. H. Stephens . Edwin T. Arnold Trinder, R. W. 
Tweedie, W. Nelmoth Waters, Albert H. W. A. St. Aubya 
wat William Frank 
a usgrave, 


a Bannister, J. A. 
D . Bird, Grantham R. Dodd, Lewis Emanuel, W. Harris 
(Leicester), A. Gerald Smith, Rev. Robert Gwynne, A. Meredith, Samuel 
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T. A. Colla, J. O. Buckwell ( 25 Peas Corbett (Caremty, F, 
Hallett ( : me. J. McDiarmid, W. T. J. Pitheld, J. T. Scott 
secretary), 

Tu Gateen, in proposing the health of ‘‘ Her Most Gracious Majesty 
soa — ay? py have ge gS gee = in > assombly 
of law as Majesty been marked by a —— 
eiienenap to Oe tional law. He then gave the toast of “ H R. 
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received with a hearty welcome and with great respect. And, in relation 
to the latter part of the toast, he (the chairman) could not but refer to 
that young captain who had lately taken a ship of war out to distant parts 
in the service of his country. 

The toasts having been received with the customary loyal enthusiasm, 


The Onareman gave the health of ‘‘ The Bench and the Bar,” asserting 
that it was a bench which had commanded the respect, not only of our coun- 
trymen in these islands, but of our countrymen in far distant lands where 
the same language was s the regions of America and Australia 
—a bench which had s by the liberties of our countrymen from the 
earliest date, and a bench to which we always had recourse with confidence 
when serious difficulties arose, whether they were political, social, or 
domestic—a bench marked by integrity and by intelligence from the first 
to the last. But he had also to propose the health of the bar, from whom 
the bench was recruited, that profession to which they themselves were 
nearly allied, a profession which had never failed to render efficient advo- 

to any cause that had a right to be brought before the consideration 
of humanity. He mar oy there were many questions with reference to 
the relations between the bar and their own branch of the profession 
which were worthy of consideration. He himself was possibly not in 
accord with all those to whom he was speaking, and with regard to the ques- 
tion of the fusion of the two branches he was quite alive to the fact that it 


B8ary 
way in which it was carried on. The quantity and the varying nature of 
the work which came before the lawyer in the present day was such that, 
in his opinion, each member of the profession should confine himself to one 

branch. No doubt the capacities of the individual were greater 

one particular direction than in another, and whatever were the ulti- 
relations which the bar and solicitors might take, he was satisfied 
that, in regard to the division of work, there would always be those who 

—there would always be those who advocated in court. He could 


: 


not but . m to what had been forced upon his mind, and he 
thought it would be wise to enable the transition from one branch to the 
other to be easy and rapid. If a man found that he had mietaken his 


vocation in one direction, there should be no artificial barrier to prevent 
his developing his talents in another. He felt sure that the bench, the 
bar, and solicitors had but one object, and that was to do justice and to 
do right as far as lies in their power. In that view he gave the toast. 


Mr. H. W. Braprorp responded for the bench, observing that there 
were on the bench men of the highest honour, integrity, and culture, and 
equal as lawyers to those who had gone before. In England, happily, the 
chosen from a body of independent men, of great honour, 


to the courts without having his case heard, and justice would be 
as if he were the richest person in the realm. 

Mr, Bayan Fanner returned thanks for the bar. He remarked that the 
changes which seemed to threaten the profession were changes which in 
the nature of things were likely to affect the younger members rather 
than thee’der. He had in mind legislation such as the Land Transfer 
Bill, the Public Trustce Bill, the new Companies Bill, the new Bauk- 
ruptcy Bill. These were all Bills which must take away a Jarge quantity 
of work from those in whose hands it was at present and turn it over to 
Government departments and officials. It was at least questionable 
whether barristers and solicitors could not do their work for themselves 
just as well as anybody else could do it for them. Oould they imagine 
anything which would be more likely to persuade a man to remain a 
bachelor than the knowledge that the Public Trustee was going to be the 
teustee of his marriage settlement? He bad not been thinking of those 
rg changes of procedure which were brought about in the public wel- 

but of the changes which, unfortunately for some of them, had 
mee ey sere quantity of the work barristers used to do in the 
of the members of the solicitor branch of the profession. He had 

ne tw eager question of the fusion of the two branches of the 
profession, was a question upon which the bar had spoken with a 
very divided voice. The Solicitor-General had gone one way and the 
Attorney-General another, and he (Mr. Farrer) believed that solicitors 
also were not unanimous, at al] events. He thought he might be allowed 
to ask, “Does the present system work so badly? Is it so utterly un- 
satisfactory that it is either necessary or expedient to adopt a change 
which must have such 7 far reaching consequences?’’ It was quite 
clear that a system w might be very good in comparatively new 
countries was a system which — not be well suited to English ideas 
and habits. He thought the public were led to believe that the change 
would be beneficial on the ground that they would get their law cheaper. 
very much, And if the public thought they would persuade 
man to do two men’s work for one man’s pay they would be very much 
if the change were for the public good it would come. 

it came or whether it did not, he wae quite sure that Englich 
would never forget those words of Ohiet Justice Cockburn when 
duty of an English barrister to fight per fas and not 

sword of the warrior but not the dagger of the 
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to solicitors, and a the legislation of the country. Solicitors and the 
country were grea y indebted to the law society for the work it had done 
and was doing, and he could not but bear in mind also the great and 
valued work of the various provincial law societies. In whatever direc. 
tion one turned, one found that the lawyers in their own centres had 
formed themselves into bodies which were working for the great public 
interest and, subject to that interest, the advancement of the great pro- 
fession to which they belonged. And who could doubt that the status 
of solicitors had risen immensely, not in the course of the last century 
only, but during the last fifty years? The way in which the solicitor was 
regarded had improved. The work he did, and the great public functions 
he exerciced, were advancing day by day, and this was due to the labours 
of the Incorporated Law Society, net genet as it had been by the pro. 
vincial law societies, which were really societies of very great authority 
in their own spheres. Their thanks were due this evening especially to 
the president of the Incorporated Law oe who had at great labour 
and trouble to himself exerted himself to advance the interests of the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. The members of the Incorporated 
Law Society would also remember the kindly welcome the members of 
the Yorkshire Law Society gave them last year at Leeds, the second 
time that at city had entertained them, and he would ask the 
president of the Yorkshire Society to respond for the provincial societies. 

Mr. Gainuam Keen (president of the Incorporated Law Society), in 
returning thanks, said there was one subject in which, for the last 
fourteen years at least, he had taken the warmest interest, and that was 
the question of the call of solicitors to the bar. He had always been 
against fusion. He had always felt that the public, their clients, would 
prefer to retain an independent bar and solicitors, as men of affairs, 
trusted advisers, always at hand to advise them in difficulties at the 
shortest notice. But he would gladly recognizes, and he was thankful 
the consummation had come about during his year of office, the spirit 
with which the bar had met the solicitors with regard to the transfer 
from one branch of the profession to the other. Formerly it was neces- 
sary for the solicitor to teke his name off the rolls and do 1o work for 
three years in preparing for the call to the bar. But some years ago this 
had been altered, so that there was but one year’s probation necessary. 
A very short time since the benchers had remitted that year’s probation, 
and he gladly took this opportunity of thanking the bar for having met 
the solicitors in this respect. It was for the purpose of training and 
educating solicitors, and to look after their just rights and interests, that 
the Incorporated Law Society existed. The law society looked after the 
solicitor in prosperity, but to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association 
belonged the pathetic duty of looking after the solicitors in adversity, 
their widows and orphans. It was a bleesed work, one in which the law 
society and every member of the profession must always take the 
warmest and the deepest interest. 

Mr. Henny Netson (president of the Leeds Incorporated Law Society) 
returned thanks for the provincial law societies. He could truly say that 
the law societies of England and Wales sympathized most deeply with 
the objects of the association, for among the numerous claims which all 
the active members of the solicitor branch of the profession had upon 
them, none could appeal more forcibly than those of their professional 
brethren who from various causes had been unsuccessful in their career, 
or whose families, by the early removal of those upon whom they depended, 
had been left in destitute circumstances. He was sure there was a strong 
feeling of brotherhood in the profession, and that where cases of real dis- 
tress were brought home aesistance was rendered with an ungrudging 
spirit. 

The Ouarnman then gave the toast of the evening, ‘‘ Prosperity to the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association.”” He said they were met to com- 
memorate the work which was done by the association. They were met 
also to endeavour, as fer as possible, to insure that the good work should 
not flag in the future, but sbould be continued, and continued with 
increased fervour and increased usefulness. He believed it was now about 
thirty or thirty-one years since the association began its valuable work. 
At first it had limited itself, and gone upon the principles of an 
ordinary benefit society, making some provision for those members who 
fell by the way, or the widows or children of members only, but later, 
finding its funds increase, and the demands upon it increase, it deter- 
mined in the year 1862, and he hoped they all agreed in thinking that it 
determined wisely, to extend its sphere of operations and to benefit not 
the members only and the families of members, but all members of the 
profession who were in need of assistance so far as their power went. 
Upon that principle it had proceeded, and in the past year it 
had expended no less than £3,636 in aiding the families of 
those who had fallen in the strife or of solicitors themselves who had 
been unsuccessful, In 1859 nothing at all was given in relief, 
but the amounts granted had gradually increased, until in 1869 they 
reached the sum of £550, in 1879 £2,210, and in 1889 the amount he had 
mentioned. Since the establishment of the association 949 cases had come 
before the directors for consideration, com 174 members and 
their families and 775 non-members and their families, and grants had 
been awarded amounting to over £50,000, and the number of applicants 
was constantly increasing. The invested funds, he need not tell them, 
did not provide an income anything like adequate to the needs of the 
association. The utmost received from the invested funds was about £1,500 
ayear, The difference between that and the £3,600 expended was pro- 
vided oy Ge annual subscriptions of members, and that led him to con- 
sider who were the members—how large a proportion of those who were 
solicitors became members of the ? He believed the number of 
members of the profession in the kingdom was about 14,000, and the num- 
ber of members of the association was ly 3,000. There were, then, a very 
large number who did not subscribe, who did not become members, and 
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who, therefore, did not contribute, so far as they knew, to assist those 
who had struggled, and struggled in vain, to insure a competence or to 
assist their families. And he was sure that the reason why there were 
go many who did not join the association was that they were t 
perhaps of its existence, but certainly of the value of its work. And whilst 
upon the subject he would like to tender his warm thanks and those of 
e association to those who, like Mr. Keen, had busied themselves during 
the past year in bringing the claims of the association before non-subscrib- 
ing members of the profession. Would there were other members of the 
association in different parts of the country who had done their best to 
promote the interests of the association. Might heallude forone moment 
to a letter he had received from one honoured member of the association 
in reference to a letter which he (the chairman) had addressed to solicitors, 
in which he had used a phrase to the effect that steadiness and industry 
were the characteristics of the profession. His friend, in criticizing that, 
had said that industry and steadiness were not the sole characteristics of 
the profession, and in that criticism he (the chairman): most 
concurred. What he had meant to refer to was that in most professions 
and other avocations industry and steadiness were the means by which 
success was won. Industry and steadiness were special characteristics of 
the solicitor branch of the profession, but often where these characteristics 
existed there still were cases in which illnees or death occurred 
where the struggler had not met with the success to which his industry 
and steadiness entitled him. In that sense alone he had used the 
phrase, and he thought those present would agree that in those cases 
their hands should be opened and held out to the fallen or his widow and 
children. He pleaded for the widow and the fatherless; he asked what 
answer would they give, and he was sure they would not leave the 
helpless in their time of need. 

The toast was drank upstanding and with three times three. 

The Szcoretary (Mr. J. T. Scott) announced dont tions and subscriptions 
to the amount of £860, amongst which were:—The Chairman, £50; Mr. 
John Hollams, £52 10s.; Mr. N. T. Lawrence, £25; Mr. E. J. Paine, 
$21; Collected by Mr. Grinham Keen, £144; Leeds Collection, 
£68 5s. 

Mr. G. B. Grecory (chairman of the board of directors) proposed the 
health of the chairman of the evening, who, he said, had been long known 
and Jong honoured in the profession. 

The Cuarrman having briefly returned thanks, 

Mr. J. Burnzy (president of the Sheffield Incorporated Law Society) 
proposed the health of the secretary, upon whom no small amount of the 
work of the association depended. It had been his (Mr. Binney’s) lot to 
recommend cases, and these cases had been investigated with extreme 
carefulness by the secretary and the board of directors. It gave him 
great pleasure not to let the evening pass without noting his services, 

The Szcreraxy, in responding, expressed a hope that some day he might 
be in a position to say that the whole of the profession had thought it not 
only their duty, but their privilege, to become members of the association, 
when there would be no longer any anxiety with regard to the list of 
subscriptions.. The anniversary festival was of very great importance. 
The association had completely outrun the amount received from annual 
subscriptions and invested capital, and the result of the festival was a 
matter of great anxiety to him, and during the months of July and 
eo the whole of the dovations then received would haye been spent 

relief. 

During dessert a selection of music was performed by Master Charles 
Steward, Mr. George May, Mr. William Ooates, Mr. Edward Dalzell, 
and Mr. Robert Hilton, under the direction of Mr. William Costes. 





SELDEN SOCIETY. 


The executive committee of the council met last week—present, Lord 
Justice Fry (in the chair), Mr. Justice Wills, Mr. Justice Stirling, Mr. 
Hyde Clarke, Mr. Howard Elphinstone, Mr. B. G. Lake, Mr. Stuart-Moore 
Mr. F. K. Manton, Mr. Scargill-Bird, Mr. Meadows White, Q.C., and 
Mr. P. E. Dove (hon. sec.), Among other things it was decided that the 
fourth volume of the society’s publications shall contain a very interesting 
and hitherto unpublished collection of precedents in French for pro- 
ceedings in manorial courts. The date of the collection is doubtful, but 
is certainly not later than 1350. The rest of the volume will consist of 
actual cases from court rolls. The volume will be edited by Professor 
Maitland, of Cambridge, and Mr. W. Paley Baildon, of Lincoln'’s-inn. 
The fifth volume will consist of the well-known “« Mirror,” edited from 
the only MS. in existence with a translation and a commentary. The 
third volume is nearly ready, and will, it is expected, be issued before the 
long vacation. The committee have added to the council two Japanese 
members of the em Professor Nobushige Hozumi, professor of 
English law, Tokyo, and Mr. Rokuichiro Masuj who has a private law 
school in Tokyo in which his opis (who number several thousands) are 
taught English law in their native language. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The recent examination, taken as a whole, was an easy one. In Head I. 
three of the ten questions were on the Conveyancing Act, 1881, while one 
Was on the Settled Land Act, 1882. This is rather a heavy pro 
Considexing that these statutes are dealt with collectively in one pter, 
Question 4 was about the hardest of the lot, and question 9, ‘ Define rent. 





Under what classification of does it come?” as easy as any. 
ace Se ee emer agprigig) vagh nly. ot 
t volume II., were pretty easy. samples of 
uestions we would mention question 2, “Upon what grounds os 
udical be decreed on the petition of the wife? and the fifth, 
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his t. In Head III. we notice examiners are 


Having regard to 
meant by a judgment of nonsuit ? 
Judicature Acts in the effect of such 
uestion. Still, taken as a whole, the 
dimenlt, although some of them, such as * 
the Ohancery Division of 
habeas corpus would require fairly long answers. 
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THE COMPANIES (WINDING UP) BILL. 


Tux following report bas been issued by the Bar Committee on this Bill :— 
The Bar Committee having been requested to consider the Bill as 
amsentied by the Stentiag Onneslites on taal, weseeel the 
tion that it is not part of their duty to criticize the principle upon which 
the measure as a whole is based, or the expediency of making so consider- 
able a change as that NS 8 ee eee 
upwards of a quarter of a century. 
consideration of the clauses of the Bill so amended. 
do not wish it to be understood that they regard without regret and > 
hension of danger and inconvenience in ies Bihaems o.petontes wba 
obvious will substitute for a large amount of well settled and well 


f 


stood practice, a system which has yet to be learned, and which or 
may not ultimately prove to be a useful equivalent, and in the evidextly 
contemplated event of a transfer to the court jurisdiction in bank- 
ruptcy will deprive the ere Haat wm counsel and staff 
specially iliar with the questions arising in uidation of public 
companies. The Bar Oommittee desire to point out that the winding 

of public companies is estimated to constitute one-third of the total 
amount of business transacted in the chambers of the Chancery Division, 
and that in the chambers of each judge there are officials who are specially 
trained in this branch of administration, and whose services cannot be 


“ 
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transferred elsewhere, without serious prejudice to the condact of 
by te business and consequent interference with the due course 
Of justice. 
Clause 1.—The petition ought to be ted to the county court when 
the capital does not exceed £10,000, but to the High Court in all other 
cases, Why, as new proposed, should a petition be presented to one court 
merely to be transferred to another? It is difficult to suggest any ade- 
quate reason for so cumbrous and inconvenient a procedure. The lan- 
guage of (2) (a) is obscure. the Ch Court of 
is not intended to be excluded, but it is not clear. what do the 
** such a Chancery Court as aforesaid’ in (2) (c) refer? If the 
of (2) (a) to (d) are to stand, it is that an alteration should be 
made in the proviso by inserting the words ‘‘ or the High Court’’ after the 
=. 8 a ly = it tras The provision oe not oop mad whea 
e@ county co udge exercise his power 
ae to be tennaferted tothe High Oourt, nox the mode oF details of ehtesting 
e transfer. 
Giansn 8.-~ The Bar Cammaiiion have cuprund Ba canes eto ane 
rodrigo business to the court having jurisdiction in bankruptcy would 
be in the highest degree ient in the public interests. In addition 
to the reasons which they have given above, it should be borne in mind that 
the liquidation of a public company is frequently accom 
ings by ag ad holders betenem th wd security. S 
udicature Acts & to 
ae ree ees See 
a e con up, qi 

the receiver in the debenture halders? suit. . 


the liquidator to realize the property comprised in the debenture holders’ 
security, a practice which is not inconvenient, but rather the 4 
when the action and win up are under the same jadge. It 
winding up be in one court the debenture holders’ action in another, 
much inconvenience and expense will result. 


unnecessary 

Clause 3 (2).—The “* question" referred to in this clause is not a pro- 
ceeding by way of appeal, and a special case is an inconvenient and 
ex ve method of procedure. It would be botter that the jadge of first 


instance should decide the ‘‘ question,’’ leaving any to if 
destted, endl eh bas oun thi et conta. Ty abouhd be oberved Chak the tal dove 


not to make or case. This should be 
8 i Ams n all cases appeals should. 
. There is no advantage in an 
otherwise. 


of A 
divisional court or 
Assuming that the official system of liquidation con’ by the 
= be ehapted, the Bar Committee ae the choving dhamvubten te 
2 on 
Clause 4 (2). —Who will be the official receiver in liquidations under the 
control of the High Oourt? ( oe (5). It is not clear whether any 
person, other than the “‘officer’’ in this clause, can be appointed 
visional liquidator. This should be made clear or 
Fr may often be expedient to appoint a pereon other than each “officer” 
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for example, a person having complete knowledge of the business of the 
and its assets. 

Clause 8 (7) —The provision made for the allowance of costs to the 
under examination needs amendment. In many cases it will not 

& porsible for the court which takes the examination to decide whether 
the person under examination is oris not ‘‘exculpated,”” there being no 
definite izsue, and no opportunity of = evidence on his own behalf. 
On the other band, a refusal of costs would brand the prem as guilty, 


without r trial. The notes to be signed by the person under 
examination should be full notes, and not merely such asa judge might 


Clause 10.—(1) This clause extends the provisions of section 165 of the 
Act of 1862, which it is proposed to repeal, to promoters, and in this 
respect is beneficial. (2) This needs amendment. As it stands, contribu- 
tion to the assets of the company may be obtained from a person found 
guilty of certain acts, but that person will, nevertheless, remain open to 
an action for dameges by any person injured by his act. In other words, 
the compensation for a wrong to an individual is added to the assets of 
the company. (2) ()) This, in its present form, is indefensible. How is 
it to be ascertained that a person has ‘‘ wilfully incurred on behalf of the 
company a liability which there was no reasonable p’ t that the 
company would be able to satisfy, or in consequence whereof loss or 

has been occasioned to the company or any person being & con- 
tributory or creditor of the company at the commencement of the winding 
up”? Itis impossible to forecast the extent of the litigation to which 
this provision would give rise. 

Clause 24.—(3) The word ‘‘ loyal ”’ is no doubt a misprint. 

Claure 29.—(3) The law as to the winding up of companies should con- 
tinue to be as hitherto, uniform for the three countries, except so far as 
mere matters of procedure, resulting from differing constitution of courts, 
are concerned. As it stands, there is great temptation to register in 
Scotland or Ireland, to avoid the liabilities of this Bill. 

In submitting the above report, the Bar Committee do not pretend that 
they have exhausted the criticism of which the Bill is susceptible They 
have dealt with such matters as the limited time at their d per- 
mitted. The Bar Committee suggest whether it would not be possible 
and ¢xpedient to extend some of the general provisions for the control of 
liquidators to the like officials in voluntary liquidations. It seems undesir- 
able that radicaliy different systems should be applied in different parts 
of the United Kingdom. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Cuanizs Crompton, Q.0., died at his residence, 13, Cromwell-place, 
the 25th inst., after a long Mr. Crompton was the eldest son 
late Mr. Justice Orompton. He was successively scholar and 
fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated as fourth 
in 1855. He practised for a short time as a special pleader 

below the bar, and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity 
Term, 1864, when he joined the Northern Circuit. He had for many 
ep an extensive juvior practice both in London and on circuit. In 1880 
acted as acommierioner to inquire into corrupt practices in the borough 

of Knar , and in 1882 he received a silk gown from Lord Selborne. 
At the general election of 1880 he unsuccessfully contested West Cheshire 
in the Liberal interest, but at the general election of 1885 he was returned 
for the Leek Division of Staffordshire. He supported Mr. Gladstone’s 
Howe Rale Bill, and he lost his seat at the general election of 1886. Mr. 
Crom was a bencher of the Inner Temple. He was married in 1863 
to the daughter of the Rev. William Gaskell. He became a widower in 


Mr. Wii11am Joszru Fosrza, solicitor, of 21, Birchin-lane, died at his 
Yesidence, 42, Hogarth-road, South K , on the 19th inst. Mr. 
Poster was admitted a solicitor ia 1869, having served his articles with Mr. 
William Fisher, with whom he was for many years in partnership. He had 
a wate . Hewasa oner for oaths, a commissioner 
for bbs wits in the Stannaries Court, and a commissioner for taking 
affidavits in the Sapreme Court of the Province of Quebec and in the 
Courts of the State of ry ay ee Since 1886 Mr. Foster had repre- 
sented the Ward of Cornhill in the Common Council, and he was also a 
member of the City Commission of Sewers. He was a very active member 
of and he was chairman of the Oity Courts Committee 
for the current year. Mr. Foster was a member of the Court of the 
Pattenmakers’ Company. 

Mr, Tuomas Berx, solicitor and notary, of Hartlepool, died on the 
Ath inst., at the age of 83. Mr. Belk was admitted a solicitor in 1832, 
nee en ney ina ean enna business at Hartle- 

He was 2 notary public, a commissioner for the 
magistrates he for tho bosongh of Mastiansel ‘cab os leek vtho Hartle — 
i awe tot lepool 

Harbour Commissioners. Mr. Belk also held the honorary post of 


Recorder of Hartlepool. 


APPOINTMENTS. 
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Michaelmas Term, 1842, and he is a member of the Northern Ourcuif, 
He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1868. Mr. Higgin is a bencher of the 
Middle Temple, of which society he was treasurer in 1885, and a magistrate 
for Lancas and Cheshire. 


Mr. Heesert Wr1114M Grson, solicitor, of Ongar, has been appointed 
Clerk to the Kent and Essex Sea Fisheries Regulation Committee. Mr, 
Gibson was admitted a solicitor in 1884. He is in partnership with his 
father, Mr. Henry Gibson, who is clerk of the peace for Essex, and 
clerk to the Essex County Council. 

The Right Hon. Sir Jonw Expow Gorst, Q.0., M P., has been elected an 
Honorary Fellow of St. John’s Oollege, Cambridge. 


Mr. Francis Henry Jeunz, QC, bas received the honorary degree of 
D OL. from the University of Durham. 

Mr. Romesu Cuvnper Mrrrsr, late judge of the High Oourt at Calcutta, 
has received the honour of Kuighthood. 

Mr. Evouwe Jupas, solicitor (of the firm of Judge & Priestley), of 4 
Broad-street-buildings, Liverpool-street, London, E.0., has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. 

Mr. Tuomas Brat, solicitor (of the firm of Blair & W. B. Girling), of 
1, Wool-exchange, Basinghall-street, E.C., has been appointed a Com. 
missioner for Oaths. 

Mr. Henry Marsuatt, solicitor, of 31, Threadneedle-street, E.C., hag 
been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 


Mr. Wittram Henry Kwnowzzs, solicitor, of 49, King-street, Man. 
chester, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr.Kuaowles was 
admitted a solicitor in 1883. 


Mr. Rocsr D. Yeuverron, barrister, who has been appointed Ohief 
Justice of the Bahamas, was called to the bar in 1869, and has for many 
years practised in London and on the South-Eastern Circuit. He is of 
legal ancestry, being descended from Sir Oristopier Yelverton and Sir 
Thomas Powys, both distinguished judges. 


CHANGES IN: PARTNERSHIP. 
Dissouvtions. 


Joun Ovraupg and Atrraep Wiiii1am Cowpe.t, solicitors (Cufaude & 
Cowdell), Pontypridd and Mountain Ash. June 16. The business will 
in future be carried on by the said John Oufaude. 


Joserx Laxeaton and Jossrx Davin Lanaron, solicitors, 37, Queen 
Victoria-street, London. June 16. 


Wriiuram Gsorce Oarter Mircue.. and Freperick Witt1am Wess, 
solicitors (Mitchell & Webb), Bedford. June 4. [ Gazette, June 20. 


GENERAL. 


The Albany Law Journal notes that Mr. David Dudley Field, at the age 
of eighty-four, has set out once more for Europe. 


William A. Beach, says the Albany Law Journal, used to sow his MSS. 
thick with capital letters. An amusing example is found in his brief in 
Van Schoonhoven v. Curley (86 N.Y. 187), where he wrote of a note trans- 
ferred after maturity :—‘‘ They take subject to all defences of the Maker 
—- it.” He religiously wrote whisky with a capital Win the same 

Bar dinners, says the World, are rarely either as amusing or important as 
that given at the Oriterion in honour of Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams by 
the members of the South-Eastern or old Home Circuit. Lord Bramwell, 
the octogenarian father of the circuit, as well as seven other Home Circuit 
judges, attended, and at least a hundred ‘‘silks’’ and ‘‘ juniors’ sup- 
ported their conscript fathers. 


In a case of Bell v. Labouchere this week counsel said that this was 4 
motion to commit Mr. Arthur Labouchere, of Hooton Levett-hall, near 
Maltby, Yorkshire, for contempt of court in setting a pack of hounds on 
4 iff who was attempting to serve a writ on him. He ee 
had been allowed to see the affidavits on the other side and they sta’ 
that the defendant was feeding his hounds when the writ was attempted 
to be served on him, and the hounds mistook the writ for something to 
eat. 

Mr. Baron Pollock, who was taken ill during the spring assizes, and had 
to be relieved from his duties, on Thursday morning resumed his seat on 
the bench in Court No. 2 of the Queen’s Bench Division. Sir Charles 
Russell, as the senior member of the Bar present, expressed the gratifica- 
tion of himself and his brother counsel at secing the judge restored to 
health. His lordship, in reply, said that on@ thing that had greatly 
cheered him in the course of his illness and had encouraged him to return 
to work were the kind messsges sent to him from time to time by the 
members of the profession. 


The Times, discussing the registration of title proposed under the Land 
Transfer Bill, says: ‘' There, however, stands the fact that the process, 
even if cheap, is not popular, or ever likely to be so, and this is not to be 
expleined by the theory that solicitors have ‘ boycotted’ the Act, 
opposed, it is true, Halebury’s Bill of last year; and their resistance 
had much to do with ite ultimate withdrawal. But to those who 
them with interested obstruction they reply, with truth, that, at all ev 

a , they would reap a harvest from the tion of 
system of registration. Mr. Challis, in « pungent on the 
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Land Registry in the current number of the Law Quarterly, denounces it 
es ‘a costly nuisance.’ We prefer to speak of it as salting something 
which few people want. The fact is, that the system offers no sufficient 

ions to counterbalance its novelty, that owners are alarmed at the 
cost inseparable from the task of satisfying a le official before he 
will give an absolute title, and that there is y a wish to communicate 
to the world the fact that a title is only ‘ qualified’ or ‘ possessory.’ ” 


In the House of Lords on the 23rd inst. Earl Stanhope asked the 
Lord Ohancellor whether any scheme could be recommended to 
Parliament by which the consolidation of statutes could be more 
easily effected, either by the Statute Law Committee or by some other 
body. His object in asking this question was to obtain some weighty 
opinion whether it was possible or not to have somebody to consolidate the 
laws. The Lord Chancellor said: Iam unable to suggest any improvement 
of the existing system under which the consolidation and revision of the 
statute law proceeds, — to recommend Parliament (in another piace) 
to allow the Bill presented for that purpose to pass as rapidly as possible. 
It is not necessary for me to repeat, what I have frequently asserted, my 
acknowledgment of the accuracy combined with speed which has 
characterized the work of the Statute Law Committee since I have had 
occasion to deal with it. I have been glad to learn that the Select Com- 
mittee of the House of Oommons which has recently examined the 
Statute Law Revision Bill confirms my opinion. But I am sorry to 
say @ very eerious check has for the present apparently paralyzed 
the work, just when it was making most satisfactory progress. The 
Statute Law Bill was blocked at the end of last session ; and, notwith- 
standing every effort which has been made, the prospect of completing the 
new cheap edition of the revised statutes op which we are seems 
further from realization than it was twelve months ago. I trust, however, 
that this unfortunate delay is only a temporary obstacle to a most useful 
work. 

A writer in the World says that ‘‘ Her Majesty’s judges are turning out 
jokes in such alarming quantities that the pressure is ing to tell 
sadly on the quality of the article produced. Legal wit enjoys a very 
creditable reputation, but it will soon be frittered away if the Picrian 
fount of judicial jokery continues to be wayee in the present reckless 
fashion. It is hard to resist an uncomfortable suspicion that the lawyers 
of past generations, who built up this reputation for their profession, 
must have been better men at quip, crank, and oddity than their successors 
of to-day. How they came by this superiority is another question, and 
one which is not particularly easy to answer. They can hardly have 
enjoyed better opportunities for the display of this talent than modern 
tiation affords, and they certainly not the stimulus supplied by 

ern publicity. Perhaps, after all, they had less business, and con- 
sequently more time to elaborate their a. This may be rather a 
cheap form of comfort, but we may as well cling to it in default of any 
better. The story told of some old Obief Justice—we forget at the moment 
which—will serve to — the contrast between the past and the present. In 
the course of a criminal case which he was trying, a man burst into court, 
declaring that he had received a Divine mandate to order the proceedings 
to be stopped. - Upon which the judge observed, ‘‘If the Lord had sent 
thee, is would have been to the Attorney-General, for he knoweth that a 
nolle prosequi belongeth not to the Chief Justice.’ It would be hopeless, we 
fear, to look for a rejoinder like thie from any living judge. Itis more than 
probable, indeed, that his lordship would have recourse to tho vulgar ex- 
pedient of coercion, and the intruder would simply be removed by the court 
officials, to the extinction of any humorous possibilities of the situation. 
Perhaps the nearest approach in modern times to the old subtlety of 
humour is the remark attributed to Lord Justice Bowen, that truth will 
always leak out, sometimes even iato an effidavit. 
modern judge rarely rises above the level of a bad pun, and it is not too 
often that he scales that dizzy intellectual height.’’ 
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Ward Rolt 
Pemberton Farmer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
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WINDING UP NOTICES. 

London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 20, 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 


ConDAL WATER Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding presented June 17, directed 
to be heard before Stirling, J, on Saturday, June #8 Ward & Oo, Nicholas 
lane, solors for pstners 

FRASER, Grant, & Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented J directed 
to be heard before North, J, on June 28 Myatt, D ow 


GUARDIAN Horsk, V&HICLE, AND GENERAL Insurance Oo. Liuirep —Stirling. J, 
has, by an order dated May 20, appointed Charles Kean Vokins, 85, Gresham st, 
official liquidator 

NETHERSEAL OoLLIERY Co, Luurrep—OCreditors are , on or before July 
21, to send their names their debts or 


and addresses, and the 
hg epg 
See Tay S. 1, is a for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and 
ORMEROD, GRIERSON, & Co, Luutrep —Stirling, J, kas, by an order dated June 10, 
appointed William Charles Jackson, 18, King st, Gheepaide. te be official liqui- 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

West RIDING COMMERCIAL AND BurtpiIne Co—Stirling, J. an order dated 
June 3, appointed William Henry Armitage, Huddeesiela. to be official liqui- 
CouUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Fast Cotour Co, Liurrep—By an order made Bristowe, VO, dated June 3, it 
Veo aes Gane the = be wound o- Leigh, Aa ee 


FIELD SPINSING AND MANUFACTURING Co, LIMITED 
ing up, presented June 18, directed to be heard at the Assize Courts, Man- 
chester, on Monday, June 30 Miller & Co, Liverpool, solors for petners 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Dovs Sick AND BURIAL Society, St James’ Tavern, St James’ st, Leeds June ié 
Cpe Dea i pus Socrery, Arms Inn, Ruddington, 
0 une 
Upton SNopsbURrY FRIENDLY Society, Red Lion Inn, Upton Snodsbury, Wor- 


cester June 16 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 
INDEPENDENT SICK AND BURIAL Socrety, House and Mill Company, 127, Union st 
Oldham, Lancaster June 17 . 
London Gaszette.—TUESDAY, June 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 
AstRop Patent Oo, LiutrED—By an order made by Stirling, J, dated June 14, 


it was ordered that the company be wound up Powell & Burt, St Swithin’s 
lane, solors for petners 
COLONIA FOREIGN Misine SyNDIcaTs, . J, has fixed 


& AND Luarrep—Chitty, 
inaidener’ July 3, at 11, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
FAaRTHING Lerrer Carp Co, Luatrsp—Chitty, J, has fixed July 3, at 11, at his 
chambers, for the appointment otf an official liquidator 
Inman & Co, Lorrrep—Creditors are ‘ired, on or before July 21, to send 
their names and addresses, eed. tho pontiscions of Ghabr Gakte toll clakee to 
Mr. Henry Lindley Pilley, 19, Billiter st 
Progress SynpicaTs, Losrrep—Petn for presented J directed 
so Seneuee before Stirling, J, cada Se Fier kOe Watling st polore for 
petnrs 
SHERMAN IRON AND STEEL TREATING Co (FoREIGN Parents). Lorrrep —Oreditors 
are required, on or before July 16, to sepa their names and addresses. and the 
et eyy y ty Lance, 3. Swithia’s lane 
ednesd appoiated for hearing adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims 


Tas LANCASHIRE 
or before July 8 ee ee Ue Fe of 
debts and to Jobn William dson, 48, Castile st, 
TraFrataas On Petn for win: presented June ft, directed 


to be loud beteos Oui, 2 on Saturday aly Dixon & Oo, Bedford row. 
solors for petnrs sy . : 

Wuagane Eiseerre & Son, Late Peta, Sor winding presented June 
24, directed to be heard before Stirling, J, es 5 nolds, 
Smithfield chmbre, sclorsfor pears a 

FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 

Great Woonaston Farenpty Socrery. Halfway House between Shrewsbary 
and Welsh Pool, Woolaston, Salop June 19 

Loyat WsLoome Frrenp Lopes, Opp Fsturows Farenpty Socrerr, George 
ina, Yorkshire st, Oldham, Lancaster June 19 

Ravenscrorrt Sick AND Buriat Soocrery, Robia Hood Iap, Thatt> Heath, St 

Helens, Lancaster June 19 


RossENDAtR Forsst Lopes, Branca Gy ey Bo 
ed Vane @ Las TERETS, Mancasster Unstry, Fold, 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
London Gasette—FRIDAY, June 90, 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasetie—F n1pay, June 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AsuTon, WiLL1AM Mitts, Blackley, ad age ee 
Assurance Agent Manchester ’P et May 19 Ord 


SHWORTH, MARY Janz, Leeds, Uonfectioner Leeds 
pate ee ‘Jan ty Cricklewood, Kil 
T RED JOHN icklew! - 
barn, Miller High Court Pet Msy 20 Ord 
une 17 


BRADLEY. ABRAHAM, Stone, nr Dartford, ‘Journey- 
Blacksmith Rochester Pet June 16 Ord 


man 
oe 16 
Frank, Holloway rd, Islington, Glass 
tlorcbant aS Court, et June3 Ord June 16 
. Steyning, Sussex, Joiner 
Brighton Pet ny i¢ Ord June 16 
Ggo0RrGsB, Doncaster, Come Sheffield 
Pet June17 Ord June 17 
COWEN. SaMUEL, Fitzroy st. Merslabena, Tailor 
High Court Deb Seno 16 Ord June 1 
Green, 


'RTIS, SAMUEL BURRIDGE, Purvis rd, kien 
Bakerand Confectioner High Court Pet Jane 
18 Ord June 18 
Gaxrcia, EpwakD, Piccadilly, Manchester, Theatrical 
Lessee Manchester Pet Juve3 Ord June 16 
GREEN, THOMAS. irchills, — Lockmaker 
Walsall Pet Juve 12 Ord June 


Hicks. RicHAarD. Carbrook, Bbetiels, Grocer Shef- 
field Pet Junei8 Ord June 18 
@roras, Yorks, Brick Manufacturer Yorks 
Pet June i8 Ord June 18 
InGzR, ALBEBT EpwaAnps. Castleford, Yorks. Photo- 
grapher Wakefield Pet Juneié Ord June 14 
JOuNsON. Lampert, Bunwell, oe, Tenens 
a, Pet Juneié Ord June 
& Co Fenchurch st, Cigar Merchants 
Hign Court PetJune9 Ord June 18 
LAWLER. WILLIAM. Southp. rt. Oat Proprietor 
Liverpool Pet June 3 Ord June 16 
Laivasey, THOMAS. ‘burn, Gace Blackburn 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 
Lockwood, ALLEN. New Scarborough, nr Wakefield. 
‘Bootmaiker Wakefield Pet Juse 16 Ord 
une 
Tomas, late of med oe Farmer 
Boston Te 10 Ord Jun 
MAYLES8, IsnazL, Leagrave, laton. Beds, Corndealer 
Laton Pet June 18 Ord June18 
Miixs, Davin, BexkLill on Sea, Builder 
Hastings Pet Juneié6 Ord June 
Mowt. Jamss, Guildford, Tailor, Guildford Pet 
M omen . Ons What. Blackwall, E H 
UICH, JOHN, wa. ngineer High | 
Court Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
Nvm Jo Joseru Henny, Tun eb ney Wet's. Bookseller 
anbridge Wells Pet Juneié O:d June 16 
Pounntider HreamM STeese 
High Court 


June 18 





Sussex, 


um berid. Dealer Newcastle on Tyne 

Pet Juneis Ord Jane 18 
Satmow, Joun, High Holborn, Furniture Dealer 
High Court’ Pet June18 Ord June 18 


SALTMARSH, UWEORGE Eas‘cheap. Wine 
Merchant High Oourt Pet June $7) Ord 


June 16 
Bradford, om: Merchant Brad- 
Pet June 16 Ord June 

som Joun, jun., Sai Yorzs, Painter 

TaYLor, JOHN. “Bittinebe ms, Kent, build 
, Sittingbourne, mt, Barzebuilder 

Rochester "Pet June 17 OrdJunsi7 

W: foe tel st, Book- 
Pet June 18 Ord 


TLI1AM Epwzst, Rugeley, Staffs. 
ay Stafford Pet Bees 16 Ord 


Wavtizy Smee, Liodon_ Lawn, Chariton Kings, 
eo Dealer's Agent Cheltenham Pet June: 


June 17 
Ord Jane 17 
Warzurs, Wiis Hesry, Bristol, General 
Shop Keeper Bristol Pet June i? Ord June 17 
WHIFELEY, AlreeD, Bradford. Worsted Spianer 
Bra@ford Pet June5S Ord June 14 
W Wii Henry, _ le Wil. 
Lancs Mechan'c Warrington Pet June 


June 17 
Woon, Ropar Eastbourne, Farmer High 
Court Pet June 16 Ord Jane 16 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Atzgp, Joun. Li Wishdealer June at3 Off 
Ree, 25, Vi st, Liverpool 
Macnine 
Agent 


Lancs. 
“s aly 2 at 2.’ ‘0 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas 
Boorn, Jous, Runcorn, Farmer June 27 at 11.20 
. Werte 


Court House, Upper Bank st. gton 
ae APRAHAM, Stone, Dartford, Kent, 


Blacksmith Jal 3 at 11.20 Off 
pute Hight, Rochevtor sg 
Coffee House 


eo latli csi ‘Bactonpeen Plan Lincoln’s 


Buimer, Mary Pat Matton, Youten, Gor J 20 
at 11.20 74. Newborough st, Bost ad ses 


Veolenan,” Lacks 
Agent July 2 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


CHantizs Emarivs. Ha Farniture 
June % at 12 Young gon, Bank 


CUNNINGHAM, Robert, High rd, North Finchley, 
Travellio ; Draper’ June ~ 28 at 12 95, Temple 

chmbrs, Rempis ana 

Ds Mgsanis, RupowrH, Gt Portland st, Ages for 
Apparatus for Cure of eae =) > ga July tati 

39° Uarey st, Lisoes' 's inn fields 

Duxxison, sam = ax, Ooachbuilder July 1 at 
it 

Dowse&tTt, Vt Pleshey, Essex, Farmer June 30 

ati & , Obel elmeford 

Ets, WILLIAM "THOMAS, Whitwell, Derbyshire, 
Farmer June 30 at 8 Off Rec, Figtree lane, 
Sheffield 

Garota, EDWARD, Manchester. Theatrical Lessee 
June 27 at 330 Uff Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge 
st, Manchester 

GREEN, THoMAS, Birchills, Walsall, Lockmaxer July 
16 at 11,16 Off Rec. Walsall 

Hermay, LEwis, and Istpor Davipson, Manchester, 
Cap Manufacturers June27at3 Off Rec, Og- 
den’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Mauchester 

Hint Gagaes, York, Brickmaker 4 2ati2 Off 
Ree, 

JACOBS, EMANUEL, late Queen Victoria st July 1 at 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s ian 


fields 

JounsoN, LAMBERT, Poowdl. Norfolk Bheduright 
June 23at12 Off Res. 8, King st, No 

Jones, JOHN, Lambeth walk, Greengrocer aly lat 
2 30 yoy 8 Lincoln’ 7 inn on o 

Krrconen, JOHN. and JOHN PICKLES, B y, Con- 
tractors July 3at245 Exchange Hotel, Nicho- 
las st, Burnley 

LANDON, FREDERI Paradise st, Lambeth walk, 
Vab Proprietor gy * 1 at 12 33, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 

LocxkwooD, ALLEN, New Scarborough, nr Wakefield, 
Bootmaker June bel at il of Rec, Bond terr, 
Wakefield 

Loveys, AARON HoGu2s, Gawcott, Bucks, Commer- 
oe. aan June 28 at 12 1, St Aldate’s, 
Oa 

Lowe, THomas, late of Sleaford, Lincs, Farmer 
June #8 at 12.30 Off Rec, 31, Silver st. Liacoln 

Mazreryat, Lieut. Col. A. Fitzroy. Junior Varlton 
Club, Pall Mall July 2 at 2.30 383, Carey st. 
Liocoln’s ion fields 

MiILiEeR, ANN, and James Crook, Ship Tavera pacsg. 
Leadevhall Marset FishSatesmen July 1 at 2.20 
Bankruptcy bldngs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s mn 
fields 

Parsons, OHARLES Ropest, High st, Poplar, Baker 
July tatit 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

PEVERELL, HENRY. South Shields, Draper July 1 at 
2.20 Off Rec, Pink lane, Neweastle on Tyne 

RanDALL, RicuarD, Broadstairs, Kent, Draper 
June 2%atit Bankruptcy bidngs, Lincoln’s iun 
fields 

Rosz0n, WILLIAM, Bells close rr Scotswood, North- 
umberland, Provision Dealer July 1 at 3 Off 

Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

seamen ArgTuvur, Bradford, Cigar pores June 
Sat ii Off a. 31, Manor row, Bradfo: 

TAYLOR, JOHN, 8i High st, Roches Barwebuilder 

st. 


July 1 at 11.30 Lf 
WILL pager Vv; Bias, 
Coachbuilder July 1atil i180" Off 


TRUSSELLE, 
WALMSL&Y, CHRISTOPHER, Barrow ino te a 
uce Factor July 1 at 11j),Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis 
st, , Barrow in farness 
Sarrey, Ol yy ~~ oe | 30 at is to 
y, ub une al - 
ruptcy hie. ieee inn fields 
Waurre & Co, St Andrew’s chmbrsa, St Mary axe, 
gineers Suly 2 at 12 33, Carey st, Lincolo’s 


nn 
Wuuretzy, Atrreep, Bradford, Worsted Spianer 
J —- 30.ati2 Off Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Witson, CHARLES, Doncas‘er, recently Inokeep3r 
w June 29 at 1 #3, Park row, Leeds aye eit 
YL8s, eee ouse en’ via 
10.30 Off Rec, 14, St Paul’s sq, Beltora 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
ASHWORTH, MARY JANE, Confectioner Leeds 
Pet J = 17 Ord June 
Beatriz, F J, Alexandra rd, Finsbury Park. Olerk 
toa Stockbroker High r Gourt Pet Aprili7 Ord 


June 17 
IRTWISTLE, Hiwtow, Padiham, Laucs, Machine 
Agent Burnley Pet June 13 OrdJune 17 
BRADLEY, ABRAHAM, Villa, Stone, nr Dartford, 
Jou man Blacksmith Hochester Pet Junc 
Cc ion wh, {ate Q Visteste t,Gent High 
SAD WSR, neen 8 
Pet Dec Ord June 


Omazonar?, FREDERICK, Fanaa bong Sussex, Joiner 
Brighton PetJune1é6 Ord June 16 


CLARKE, GuoRnGE, Doncaster, + Sheffisld 
Pet Jane 17, Ord June 17 

CorTincuaM, Hengy, Plumpton, Sussex, Grocer 
ay B aan Eastbourne Pet June 12 Ord 
une 1 

Custis, i = ‘Bugnipes, Purvis rd, Kensa) 
—, oe r ps Gourt Pet June 18 Ord 
une 1 

page, 2 — indsor, Zear@ing Draper 

he Ord Jun 


Win 
EARL, 4 Bt a Gooras, Deotmater Bristol 





042, Cantertvary, Builder June 27 at 
a 6, Uastle st, 


PetJune10 Ord June 

Fartzy, Joun Tuomas, ll Conwell, Builder 
Truro Pet April 26 Ord Jan 

Green, Tuomas, Birchiils, Walsall, Lockmaker 
Walsall Pet June 13 12 Bg 

Hapiey. Hexpeat ag ogis, Staffs, 
= = Ww West ote Pet Jam 12 Ord 

une 1 
CKS, RIcHARD, ere, Sheffield, Grocer 
sees Ord June 

Hitt, Guonos, B S. oulsslaner York Pet 

J 18 Ord June 


inoue, ALBERT EDWARDS, aie. Yorks, 
fpeboenpuan Wakefield Pet June 16 Ord 


Jun 

J ommeom. ‘Lameenr: Bunwell, Norfolk. Wheelwright 
Norwich Pet June14 Ord June 16 

LAKE, CHARLES, Suffolk lane, jn £ Printer 
High Court Pet May 22 Ord Junel 
THAM. FREDERICK. Nantwich, Builder * Nantwich 
Pet June 9 Ord June 17 ; 

LEMMENS, JOHN HABLES, Liverpoo!, Dental 
Cuneo, Liverpool Pet April23 Ocd June 17 

Tuomas, Blackburn, Grocer Blackburn 

Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

LooKwoop, ALLEN, New Scarb rough, nr Wakefield, 
—— - wand Wakefield Pet June 16 Ora 


Lovays. yom Huauss, Gawcott, Bucks, Com. 
—— Traveller Banbury Pet Juce 10 Ora 
me f 
a ABRAHAM, Hackney rd, Broker High Oourt 
ba t May5 Ord June 16 
Leagrave, Luton, Beds, Corn 
= Luton Pet June 18 Ord June 18 
Mitxzs, DAvin, on Sea, Sanam Builder 
Hastings ‘PetJune 16 Ord June 
aa JOHN, Lea Whari, Diackwall, Engineer 
Hizh Court Pet Juneié Ord June 16 
sa 8 Henry Hream SrzeEre, Fleet st, Journalist 
h Cow 4 Pet Juneié Ord June 16 
WARD, Nyes Wharf, Caual Bridge, Old Kent 
id, Vinegar Manufacturer High Court Pet 
‘April 28 Ore Ord June 16 
Prero#, WILLIAM EpmonD, High Wycombe, Bucks, 
Builder Aylesbury Pet Junei3 Ord June 17 
RaGan, GEORGE, Dewsbury, Beerhouse Keeper 
Dewsbury Pet June 18 rd June 18 
ae Wit1ram, Belle close, Scotswood, North- 
» Provision Dealer Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet June 18 Ord June 18 


SoHaFER, JACOB WILLI se EeeRy Gt Tower st 
High Court bet Pot April i8 Ord June 16 

Sykes, JOHN entworth, Forks, Painter 
Sheffield P a Perv Janeié Ord June 


LATER, A radford, oo Merchant Brad 
fora Pet June 16 Ord Jun 
WanD.Ley, Micuazt, Lindon oe Chariton Kin 
Glos, Horse Dealer’s Agent Oheltenham et 
Junei7 Ord June 17 
ATKINS, WILLIAM Huwny, Bristol, y ayy shop 
Keeper Bristol Pet June 17 Ord June 1 
WimraMs, THomas, JOHN HENRY To 
¢ arg Chemists *Cheorer Pet May 17 Or 
une 
WILson, WILLIAM, Sandgate, Kent, Printer Canter. 
bury Pet May 22 Ord June 16 
Wes aeenpcaase, WILLIAM Hemant, Newton le Wil- 
lows, Lancs, Mechanic Warrington Pet June 17 
Ord June 17 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
HAYWARD, Ropeat Jamas, Sunningwell, a 
jae Oatord Adjud Oct 31, 1888 Ann 
une 1 


London Gazette.—-TUESDAY, June 24, 
gee ae ORDERS. 
AMBLER. RAHAM, Bradford, Machine Wool 
Camber” t boty Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
BATCHELOR, ALBERT, Putney, Surrey, Comme 
Traveller Greenwich Pet June i4 Ord June 4 
OoLrz. Wit1iamM, New Barnet, erts, 
Victualler Barset Pet June 19 Ord June 19 
LES, ROBEBT, yyy Uarpenter Hereford Pet 


» dune 19 Ord J 
OOPER, FRANK Cuanume, Rplisbury, Hatter Sulis- 
bury PetJune20 Ori Jun 

CoRRIGAN, JOHN, yee ed Machinist Manches 
ter Pet Juse 20 Ord Jun 

Danigt, WILLIAM, eee Stationer Birken- 
head PetJuse19 O:d June 

DENNE, JOHN PIDDOOK, Tanbridge Wells, Contec: 
foaer Tunbridge Wells Pet Juns 18 


18 
Domyse® Oscar O., formerly Hill st, Rvightehelia 
h Court PetJune3 Ord Jun 
DovuGuty, Epwargp, Pockthorpe, Norwich, Black 
smith Norwich Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Fanosy, James THomas, Landport, late Relieving 
Officer Portsmouth Pet June2i Ord June 21 
Fisuer, CHARLES, Loughborough, Leicester, Irom 
monger Leicester Pet June20 Ord June 20 
Fostze, O, Richmond, Surrey, Builder Wandsworth 
Pet Muy 19 Ord June 19 
Fost«r, T J, late of Beckenham, Kent, Fishmonge 
—_ Court Pet May 24 Ord June 20 
ILLIAM OHABLES, New Bilton, Warwick 
Ht oy "solicitor’s Ulerk Uoventry Pet June # 


une i 
HoumpuHesys, Ropart H, Coleherne terr, Broaetas 
beg aay] Singer High Oours Pet May 

rd June 2 
ImpgBiaLil, WitL1aAM GioOvannI, Edgware rd, late 
Jewelier's Assistant High’ Oourt Pet May # 
Ord June 20 
saenae, umey, Beigrave, Leicester, any Pree 
Leicester Pet June20 O-d 20 
JONES, sae a Britonferry, Glam, Weshmes ia 


Tin Works Neath PetJunei9 Ord June 19 
Kew, CHARtes WILLIAM, Boot Manufactura# 
Leeds Pet Junei9 Ori June 19 


Krex, im, WiLhsaat, Uity rd V gterinary Surgeon High 
une zi Ord June 2 

1i1AM HENRY, Woodstock, Oxon, 

Plumber Oxtord PetJune 20 Ord June 20 

PuItiiPs, ALEXaNDER, Leeds. oy Manufacture 
Leeds Pet June 2 Ord pode 


Powe, Wi Stroud, Brewer's Oletk 
Ginisesrer Pet June 4 June ~ Y Sob taae at 
late 


ILLIAM wansea, Groot 
Swansea Pet ‘une 20° Ord June 0 
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ROBERTSON, Tomas, Newcastle on e, Com- Painter. July 8 at 8 Off Rec, Figtree lane, 
mission Agent Newcastle on Tyne t June 19 Sheffield 
Ord June 19 Liverpool, Furniture Dealer July 3 


Rocrrs, GEORGE Wit1iAM. Kingston upon Hull, 
Smackowner Kiogston upon Hull Pet June ai 
Ord June 21 

ROWLAND, BENJAMIN. Wolverhampton, Stationer 
Bg Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

FREDERICR, Ferndale rd, 
Builder High Court Pet June 4 Ord June 19 


SAMUEL, Aldrington, Sussex, Baker Brighton 


Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
STRAFFORD, 
Printer ee Pet June9 Ord June 1 
SrupBs, JAMES, Wickham, Hants. Wheelwright 

Portsmouth Pet June19 Ord June 19 
Tovsy, BENJAMIN, Midsomer Norton, Somerset, 
Painter Wells Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
TykER, JOHN, Skelmersdale, nr Ormskirk, Draper 
Liverpool PetJune2i Ord June 2t 


VowLes, ARTHUR, Marston Magna, Somerset, keeper July 2 at 3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 
Labourer Yeovil Pet June20 Ord June 20 Bristol 

WALLIS, Witn1am Ricnarp, and Epwarp JAMES | WOISTENHOLME, Wutl1aM HENRY. Newton le 
WALuis, Gravesend, Builders Rochester Pet Willows, Lanes, Mechapic ay. at 11.30 
June 20’ Ord June 20 Court house, Upper Bank ye arrington 
ELIS, FRANK, East Retford, Notts, Plumber boty CHARLES, ton su) are, Baker July 2 
Lincoln Pet June 21 Ord June 21 511.15 Railway Hotel, Weston super Mare 


Waitt, Joun, Kingston upon Hull, Draper King- 
ston upon Hull Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

WHITTAKER, JAMES, Burnley. Blacksmith’s Striker 
Burnley Pet June2i Ord June 21 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


AMBLER, APRAHAM, Pradtort Machine Wool Comber 
July 7at3 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
ASHTON, WiLLIAM Mitts, Blackley, nr Manchester, 
Assurance Agent Julyi at 3 Off Rec, Ogden’s 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
BALLARD, JAMES JULIAN, Liver axpoel. Draper July 4 
at8 Off Rec, 85, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Barss, ALFRED JOHN PALMER, Oakland’s ter, Crickle- 
wood, Kilburn, Miller July4ati 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 
BENNETT, THOMAS WILLIAM, Kennington pk rd, Fur- 
niture Dealer July 4 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Portugel et, Lincoln’s inn fields 
JOSEPH, Maidenhead, Berks, Bootmaker 
July Qat3 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple aveuue 
RKB, GEORGE, Doncaster, Bootmaker July 4 at 
12.30 Guildhall, Doncester 
Cooxe, Witt1am Henry, Wimbledon, Surrey, Riding 
Master Julyi1ati2 24, Railway approach, Lon- 
don Bridge 
CoorER, FRANK CHABLES, Salisbury, Hatter July 4 
at m Off Rec Salisbury 
COTTINGHAM, HENRY, Pranpton, 
J a 2ati2 17, High st, Lewes 
Cowen, Samvust, Fitzroy st, Marylebone, Tailor July 
4ati2 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
DANIEL, WILLIAM, Birkenhead, Stationer July 2 
at 3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
DALZzIgL, THOMAS, Windsor, Travelling Draper July 
1ati2 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
HaL¥rorD, WILLIAM RLES, New Bilton, Warwick- 
shire, ‘Solicitor’s Clerk J uly 1 at 10.30 Off C, 
17, Her = st, Coven yee A 
ILL, uxhal!, Suffolk, Clerkin Holy Ordera 
July 1 at | 12.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st. Ipswich 
Hinton, Jonny, Woodham Ferris, Essex, Baker July 
2atii Shirehall, Chelmsford 
IncER, ALBERT EDWARDS. Castleford, Yorks, Pho- 
tographer July1 atii Off Rec, "Bond terrace, 


Sussex, Grocer 


akefield 
romp, ¥O vous E, Liandyssul, Cardiganshire, Timber 
t July 10 at 2.30 Off Rec, 11, Quay st, 


eabew zs 
JONES, WiLtiaM, Northcote rd, Battersea Rise, 
Fruiterer J uly 4at 11 24, Railway approach, 
London Bridge 
Kisney, H E, Ohea; side, Solicitor July 3 ati 33, 
Carey st, "Lincoln’sinn fields 
Lams, WILLIAM, Brighton. (ndiarubber Dealer July 
1 at 1 Senior Off Rec, 24, Railway Approazth, 
London Bridge 
Livesry, THomas, Blackburn, Grocer July 22 at 1,30 
County Court House, Blackburn 
Lyons, ABRAHAM, Hackney rd, Broker J uly lati 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’ 8 ina fields 
Macraz, RoperT Fatcongr, Liverpool, Incorporated 
Accountant July4at2 Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 
MacirquHaM, James, Falcon rd, Battsrsea, os te 
July 2atil 24, Railwa: approach, London bri 
YHEW, Huney, Ware, Herts, 94 July 1 at 3 
95, Temple chbrs, Temple avenu 
Nutt, Purtrp, Jermyn st, St J + . Gent July3 at 
2.30 383, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
ORRIE, MICHAEL MuRRAY, Woolwich, Qutler July 
latit 24, — approach, London bridge 
EN. JOHN, on Trent, Builder July 2 at 
280” Midland Hotel, stetion st, Burton on Trent 
Og, WILLIAM EDMUND High Wycombe, Bucks, 
Builder July 2 at 11. 30° 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 
Ragan, GzorGE, Dewsbury Heerhouse Keeper July 
lat3 Off Rec, Bank ch Ratley 
Rainn, Jonny, late The Crescent, Minories, Provision 
Merchant July 2 at Bankruptey bldgs, 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn f fields 
Ropgrtzon, THoMas, Newcastle on Tyne, _ 
mission Agent July 8at3.30 Off Reo, Pink la 


Neweastle Cs Tyne 

N, FREDERICK OBARL eeds, Clothing Mavu- 
facturer July 8atii Off hee 22, Park row, Leeds 

Srraccw, SARAH JANE, Battle, Sussex, Coal Mer 


chant July 1 at 5} Off Reo, 24, Railway 


approach, Loatos F + ag 
edfield, nr Wickham, Hants, 


BS, JAMES 
Wo colwright wo 7 ab 890 166, Queon st, 


wun 
SYxEs, JouNn, tho younger, Wentworth, Yorks, 


Leytonstone, 


GrEorGE HENRY, Weat Hartlepool, 


YMMS, HENRY, 
at3 Off Rec, 25, Victoria st, Liverpool 
a JOHN cK, Love lane. Billingsgate, 
a Marteant July 8 at 12 33, Oarey 
Lincotn's ina Sethe — tao 
omas, Hea 8 ad. Draper 
J uly 2ati 33, C. st, aoe inn fields 
THORNDICE, Joun ORACE. Chelmsford. Pork 
Butcher July 2 at 11.30 Shirehal!, Chelms: 
VowLzs, ARTHUR, Marston Magna, Somerset, 
Labourer Ve 4ati1 Off Rec, pag 
WabDLzry, Mrcnast, Charlton Kings, Horse Dealer’s 
Agent July. 1 1 at 3 Off Rec, 15, King st, Glou- 


ces 
Watts, Wii1am BicHarD, and Epwarp JAMES 
Wats, Gravesend, a uilders yy 2 at 11.30 


{, 


Watkins, Wint1am Henry, Bristol, General Shop- 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
— GEORGE, Little poalises, — Farmer 
Ipswich Pet May 4. ——— 
MBLER, ABRAHAM. — — Machive Wool 
Comber Bradford Poe Jane 20 Ord June 20 
Aston, Wii1iam MIx18, B y. nr Menchester. 
—, Agent Manchester Pet May 19 Ord 


Basonnnen, Apes, Fut’, Surrey, Commercial 
Traveller Greenwi Pet Juneti Ord June 14 

BUnHRING, FRANE, pe rd, Islington, Glass 

aneeens . 2G High Court Pet June 3 Ord 

Conse, ROBERT, wetnnd, Oarpenter Hereford Pet 
June19 Ord June 1 

Coren, WILtt. tat andy Wimbledon, Surrey, Riding 

Master Kingston nea fs Ane, A~ 


Sy Ont 3 
Broker wy, MR Pet June 2 June 19 
Cowan. ee? itzroy st, — 
High rary wodunet 16 Ori Jane 
Dou es EDWARD. Norwich, Blackemith Norwich 
et June 20 Ord June 20 
Wauen JaMEs Tomas, Landport, late Relieving 
Officer Portsmouth Pet 5 = 2t Ord June 21 
FISHER, ughborough, Leics, Iron- 
monger Leicester Pet Junei9 Ord Juse 20 
FREEMAN, SAMUEL SOWDEN, Bowling. Bradford 
Worsted Spinner Bradford Pet May 31 Ord 
une 19 
HALForRD, WILLIAM CHARLES, New Bilton. War- 
wickshire Solicitor’s Clerk Coventry Pet June 
19 Ord June 20 
Hoox, Jonn Jamss, Midsomer Norton, Somerset 
Watchmaker Wells Pet , A. 10 Ord June 20 
—— agg: Briton F Glam, Wash- 
= Tin Works Neath Pet June 19 Ord 


Jouma Sous 3, Llandyssul, Cardiganshire, Timber 


Sarcnees *Oarmarthen’ Pet May “Se Ord 

une @ 

Kew, CHARLES WILLIAM, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer 
Leeds Pet June 19 Ord June 19 


Lowg, Tuomas, late of Sleaford, Lincs, Farmer 
Boston Pet ng a ne 21 


ALL, ALF Granger. pone 
Tailor Oroydon Pet ey ito Ord J sames 
ALEXAND: laee. 


—; oe 





POWBLL, WILLIAM, Btroaa, Glos, Doowere Clerk 
Glrucester Pet June 9 "Ord June 2 
Ress, WILLIAM HENRY. Swansea, late Grocer 


Swansea Pet June 20 one vane 20 

REEVES, _ "7 ATTW Woost 

Grinstead, ee ony Tunbridge’ Welle 
Pet May 2 ore June 19 


RIND, JOEN, late the om pajnctios, Petes 
3 —— ant igh Oourt May Ord 
vege bs 1 


RED GEORGE, Pembroke Dock, Grocer 
Pekin Deus Pet 2 Ord June 19 
Rogsrs, GEORGE WILLIAM, | upon Hull, 
Smackowner Kingston'upon Hull Pet June 21 


Ord June 21 

Sabmon, Ji = High Holbora, Ferattare Dealer 

High Court Pet JaneisS Ord June 20 

SALTM. GxrorGEe Tomas, Eastcheap, Wine Mer- 
chant Courts Pet June 16 Ora June 20 

SMITH-TRBVOR, CHABLES MorDEN, E!m Park grdas, 
Fa rd,Gent High Court PetJuns10 Ord 


June 2 
QuARES Warwick rd, Kensington, Ooal 
Merchant Tick Court Pei May 7 Ord June 20 
Squres, Josspa, Westow _ pper Norwood 
i Dealer High Court Pet June 4 Ord 
un 
os Jame, Guetexe, wiphem, Hants, Wheel- 
wright Portsmouth lone une 19 Ord June 19 
TOvVEY, Sanceumm, idsomer Norton, Somerset, 
rachainter Walls Fo dune i, Ont Jukes aoe 
R . Mu ugeley, 
— Stafford Pet June 16 Ord 


Tran, oun &kelmersd: = Canam, Draper 
erpool ' Pet June 20 ni June 


Marston Som: 

 --™ = am 

K, East Retford, Notts, Plumber 
t June at woe Sina 


Wairs, JOnN, Kings- 
x Halt June t 19 Way 19 


W: . JOHN, Tanner st, Bermondsey, Shipo 
woth ‘Court Pet May'2) ‘Ord June 20 or 
High Court PetJuneié OrdJune 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


June 80.—Messrs. PROTHEROE & & Menem. at the 
Mert, BG. ats ta, Soot vem tag 
advertisement this week, p. a 
July 1.— Messrs. 


EBENHAM, T: 
BRIDGEWA' at the BO. at? 2 roel vg 
aa TER, ber = clock, 


Investments (see ad 
ment, June 7, p 9). 
a A ‘Messrs. & Co., at the Mart, E C., at 
o'clock, Freehold Estate (cee advertisement, 


or 18). 
‘Felgck, Freehold ~ Br F —R this 


week, p.4 
Jaly 1 —Messrs. D_Tucxserr & Oo, at the Mart, 
E.C, at 1 wala. Freehold Ground-Rants (see 
aivertisement, June 21, p. 57 
July 1.—Mesers. ROE & ‘ounts, on the Estate, 
at 2 o’clock, Freehold Bulidiog Plots (see aivertise- 


ment, he 594) 
1.—Measrs. R W. Mann & Son, at the Mart, 
O.. at 2 oclock, Leasehold Investments (sse ad- 
eS eS p. 4). 
oy S 2.—Mesers. Bakar & Sons. at ye ee 
otel, Piots of Freehold Bailding Land 
(see advertisemsnt, ng AT 3 4 
July 2.—Messrs DANI Nw, & OAKGEY, st 
the wee Head Hotel, oe Mon, Freehold 
Uopyhold Eetate (see advertisement, June 14, 


J oy s,s Epw. 
aoe 


USFIELD, at the 
fear 2.30 o’clock, Shares (see advertise- 


vay ee ee ENHAM Faumer, & 


TEWSON, 
BRIDGEW. the E.G., at 20" clock, Free- 
hold =e Gees old = Mart, 5.0. (see po hime 


July 4.—Messrs. FAREBROTSER . CLARK, & 
Co., at the Mart, E.C , at 2 o'clock, Freehold and 
ca Investments (s:e advertisement, June 

»D. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
ORANFIELD.—June oo ine pom, the wife of 








Esq., of the Middle Temple, 
Ray.—June 1 iat Cricklewood-lane, the wife of Percy 
. Ray, . of a 
.—June 2. at ee 's-court’ the 
wife of John Dennistoun Wood, , barrister-at- 
ere 
RIAGE. 


at ‘une 19, at Plumstead, Marwood Kelly 
Braund, of Furnival’s cap 60. 
Saurre.—June 2, at Paris, M_D.Lond., 


barrister-at- oy ot Plumstead, aged 32. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY. 


LIMITED. 





Labor omnibus unus-—Georgicon, Inb. IV. 


ALEXANDER CrossMAN, Esq. (Messrs, Crossman & 
road, W.C. 


Doveras Gazru, Esq. (Messrs. Pemberton & Garth), 5, New-court, Lincoln’s- 
Meesrs. Torr, Janeways, Gribble, & Oddie), 28, 


Henry EpWAkD GRIBBLE, Esq. 
ord-row, W.C., and 19, 
JOHN ARTHUR ILIFFE, 


‘liament-s' 


Esq. (Messrs. lliffe, Henley, & Sweet), 2, Bedford-row, W.C. 


DIREC TORS: 
Prichard), 16, Theobald’s- 


inn, W.C. 
Tak Revsee PARKER, 


8. 
RICHARD 


nected Carey-s 


Parermeron, Bet. (i 
64, Lincoln's inn-helds- O. 


Gnongs 1 EnwaEp Lake. Esq. (Messrs. Lake, Beaumont, & Lake), 10, New-square, 


essrs. § . Parkers, oa, &8 ) 
ar WC. an 9 Bridge-street, W: Badan ms : 


essrs Cookson, Wainewright, & Siamnnigiill 





eae BJECT OF THE np oy Ry to enable Solicitors, by co-operation 
¢ the highest efficiency in all branches of their Law 
g therefrom. 

seterentinl e ave dividend, 
a) Shareholders and (4) Custo: 
Solicitors whose eccounts queens © to £100 per annum (less payments), until the 


g themselves, to ensure 
Btaticnery work, and to share in the profits 
Ate omens waite le a reserve and a 6 cent. pre 
the PROFI are divided between 


furmer have received 12 per cent. in all, after which 
whole residue. 


before delivery. 
mers, being 
such Customers take the 





Branches. 


In addition, LIBERAL DISCOUNTS are allowed, as shewn inthe Price List, 
and the Society supplies goods on account and without requiring payments 


The Society does not give legal advice or Seenanst any work which is required 
by law to be done by 8 duly-qualified Solicito se 


Price Lists forwarded post-free on 0 to any of the Society's 


51 AND 52, CAREY STREET, W.C., 12, NEW COURT, CAREY STREET, W.C., 49, BEDFORD ROW, W.C., anp 27, CANNON STREET, E.O, 
SECRETARIAL AND GENERAL OFFIOES, 51 AnD 52, CAREY STREET, W.C. 


W. H. 8. SHIRLEY, Secretary. 








SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1890. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, SEWN, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER be to an- 
nounce that their SALES of LANDED E Torms, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, 

Building ‘Land, we fy 





dvowsons, Reversions, Stocks, Shares, 

Properties will be held at the AUCTION MART, 
Tokenhouse- near the Bank of England, in the 
on, as follows :— 


peat, uly 29 
| dy aA 
Tues, Aug 
Tues, Aug 1 
Tues, Aug 26 
Auctions can also be held on other days, in town 
', a arrangement. Messrs. Deben- 
, « Bridgewater undertake 
Bales a Ss for Probate and other par- 
Furniture, Pictures, Farming Stock, 
Estates, Spo A — Lists 











ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FA & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST :f 
SES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Residen 





ill be sent by post in return for two stamps.— 
1 for insertica should be received not later than 
leur days previous to the eud of the preceding month. — 


Monthly Periodical Sales —Established 1843. 


neeee. &. H. ’ FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
Ja to Marsh, &, Minne & Co.) conduct 
PERIODICAL SALES on the first Thursday in each 
A ae year, at tte MAR 

house- yard, 


ONS (al ~oetate Sw omy contingent), 
_ and coma 
and 


paestonge Debts, 
Patent, 


are invited to wogumpeteate with the Auc- 
6, tioneers, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 


Periodical Sale No. 503, July 3rd, 1800.-Rever-__ | 
sions, &c. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER af CBAN- 

EAGMAP (omccctnces to Marsh, & Co.) 

will include in cis PERIODICAL SALE, at the 

MART, on THURSDA JULY érd, at TWO 
clock, the followiog REVERSIONS, 2. 

Absolute Rev t 


~~ Ae 
on the decease of s Indy aed 61, t0 one 
& freehold estate, situate ,3 Snows-fields, 
valued in 198% at £32,260 ; £15,972 12s. on 
aph Shares, 
lute Reversion to One 








Leg 
on mort 
receivable on 


wouty first Share of « trust 
ested in General P tins pany 


Of @ gentiman aged 63, together with | 


of the Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, E.0. 


and other 


,» Loken- | Leach 


LEYTONSTONE 


(near the na County Cricket Ground and some 
retty Do moene of Epping Forest).—By order of the 

A block of exceptionally 
well- uilt ft Freehold idences, ali let (with one 
a), and producing, at moderate rentals, 


M Essie. RS. PROTHEROE & MOBRIS are 
instructed to SELL BA AUCTION, at the 
oy E.C., on MON- 


pASt Tokenhouse-yard, Lon 
DAY, JUNE 30, at TWO, first ppt and if not 
thus then well- 


sold in p Seperate oo 18 u 
built FREEHOLD RESIDENCES, Enews os High- 
fields, Holly Lodge, St. Ronans, Olarendon-villa, and 
Howard-villa, Hainault-road, and Nos. 1 to 7, Arling- 
ton-villas, eee. the whole a one erate 
tion) let to excellent tenants at ee 
rentals, amounting to £575 per annum; 

anny Residences, Nos, 3, 5, 6, iy 7, da 

trace, Drayton three et and one in 
hand. the wile <> the yearly a ot £180 per 





three blocks of Freehold 














iy 
| Agents, 67 and és, ’ Cheapside, E.C., and Leytonstone. 
SOUTHEND-ON-SEA. 
Absolute Sale. well mee rs 4 Building Sites on the 
main road from Southend to Rayl sh, and within 
tral reach of six railway stations.—A fast 
t wool = leave Liverpool-street for Southend on 
of sale, and luncheon will be provided. 
WV TT ESSBS. PROTHEROE & MORRIS will 
4 SELL bh AUCTION, on the ESTATE, = 
TUESDAY, JULY WO o'clock Sa yo Ma 
capital FREE HOLD’ BUILDING PLO forming 
the seventh portion of the Southborne-grove Estate, 
maio road from Southend to 
w 
with stout young limes. 10 per cent. 
deposit and balance by 16 instalments. Free convey- 
| ances granted. 
| _ Particulars and conditions may be had of the Land 
92, London-wall ; of W. H. Punnett, Esq., 
te-street, E.G. ; of Messrs. 
jes, licitors, 10, Lancaster-place, 
| Strand, Wo. and of the Auctioneers, 67 and 68, 
| Cheapside, London, E.O. 
| OXTED, SURREY. 
| Charming Freehold Sites for Country Residences in 
this favourite and notoriously healthy district near 
Oxted Station, whence the City and Victoria may 
be reached in about 40 minutes, 
|} a ox W. FULLER, MOON, & FUL- 
LER, will SELL by AUCFION. on JULY 1%th, 
at FOUR, the first portion of the Stone Hall Estate, 
luding’ Land (in 
Lots varying from half an acre to one acre), forming 
most choice eites for Country Resid The 





qty puyabie in’ a am Se 
hr conveyance may be 
will be laid ia roads. The plots 
will %. pwnd. 9 4 free from tithe and land tax. 
P of Messrs. W 
Solicitors, 3, Bi 
at the A 


Son, & Barker. 
s 3 erect Witkout 0.1 wad and 


TIMSON’S LIST of PROPERTIES for 

ae ore for the present month contains see i invest 
mente and can be had free. Particulars inserted ou 
char, i It is the a for oo 
MSOR, 


ate contract.— 
| Auctioneer, Barveyer and V ,4, New Kent-road, 8.E. 





SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY. 
wy Five per Oent. Perpetual Debenture Stock, 
and se Sees © Age »: Sykes above Company, 
presenting in the soundest descri — 
ESSRS. GA. aS WILKINSON & 8O 
the Directors to SELL by ‘AUG. 


nearly doubled within th: 
Particulars may be had of B 
Secretary to the Company, 709a, Old Kent-road ; 
Messrs. Johnson, Budd, & Johnson, Solici 24, 
Austinfriars; and of Messrs. G. A. Wilkiuoon & Ban’ 


Surveyors and Auctioneers, 7, Poultry, City. 





URBEY.—For SALE, a most desirable 


RESIDENTIAL and SPORTING ESTATE of 
about 630 acres, in a rin Pv within 30 miles of 
London, 24 miles from Guildford. The modern-built 
mansion isin an undulating park, about the centre 
of the coset, and contains Jove 4 hall. four reception 


17 bed rooms, 
servants’ rooms, &c. oon are extensive “gardens 
and forcing houses, excelient stabling, coach- oases 


|} and cottages fur coachmen and gardeners. Also 


superior farmhouse and most com 
aqpontturel Darpores aad 12 vootte 
land is all to ha hand. and ina 

state of cultivation. Excellent shooting. 
Particulers, with maps, plans, and to view, 
can be obtained 
Theobald’e-road, Bedfurd-row, Holboro, W.O. 


ORTGAGES.—Messrs. BEAN, 





BEAN, BUR- 
NETI, & ELDRIDGE have clients with the 
following sums to advance by way of Mortgage :— 
£3,800, at 33 per cent.; £35,000, £23,000, £9,000, £8,600, 
and £5,000 at 4 per cent, ; £3,000 and €1 4500 at 4} per 
cent.; and several 9 at 5 per cent. Must be 
thoroughly a: —-s producing an income.— 
rat particu lars to t their ot often, 14, Nicholas-lane, 





. B.. A. REEVES, LAND AGENT and 
LONSDALE CHAMBERS, 27 
fo prepared to _—¥ = ution. ou cl 


Properties by 
ent of , * 
Collection of Rents ye to ee 


y,,0R SALE —Bext Presentation to a most 
800; net ae Recto over 70; 
interest till vacancy.— ~ PATHON, 203, Adelaide-road, 


REVERSIONS, ANNUITIES, LIFE 


» LIFE POLICIES, &c. 
E. FOSTER ~ er 
Rev 
be consulted 


- Aaa uestions a 
to ©. Intereete Their Pei 
— oatablished by the late 

£43) occur on the First Tenreey i 
through aS Oo at ee ate 
for realizing this descri; Sys Advances 
made, if required, To complet; peel 
aaa 6, Poultry, London, 


AW. Petey Saving.— — Abstracts Oo Copied at 

















One pagan er Sono nny bet Lalo ie Hgrone ‘hres Hal are 


Feats, da, Chansons 0. 


ush, Esq. 


orders 
of Mr. J. J. Moule Solicitor, 33, 


Se he on eS 











